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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter III—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

PART 319—FOREIGN QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart—Nursery Stock, Plants, and 
Seeds 

Administrative Instructions Concern¬ 
ing Importation op Elm Plants Into 
California, Nevada, and Oregon 

Pursuant to $ 319.37-24 of the regula¬ 
tions relating to the Importation of nurs¬ 
ery stock, plants, and seeds (7 CFR 
319.37-24). under the authority of sec¬ 
tions 1. 5. and 9 of the Plant Quarantine 
Act of 1912, as amended (7 U 8.C. 154. 
159, 192). administrative Instructions 
designated as 8 319.37-24c arc hereby re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 319.37-24< Administrative Instruction* 
concerning noiiiaMiancc of permit* 
for importation of dm plant* into 
California, Nevada, and Oregon. 

(a) In accordance with 5 319.37-24 of 
the regulations supplemental to the 
quarantine relating to the importation 
of nursery stock, plants, and seeds into 
the United States < 7 CFR 319.37-24). the 
Director of the Plant Quarantine Division 
has determined that: 41) The Chief of 
the California Bureau of Plant Quaran¬ 
tine has taken action to suppress the 
Dutch elm disease caused by the fungus 
Ceratocyatis ulmi (Bulsman) C. Moreau 
and has promulgated as ETm Tree Dis¬ 
ease Quarantine Proclamation No. 21, as 
amended April 17. 1963, a plant quaran¬ 
tine prohibiting the entry into California 
in interstate commerce of propagative 
material (except seed) of elm (Ulmus 
spp.), and of the related genera Zelkova 
and Planera; <2> the Executive Director 
of the Department of Agriculture of the 
State of Nevada has likewise taken ac¬ 
tion to suppress the said Dutch elm dis¬ 
ease and has promulgated as Elm Tree 
Diseases Exterior Quarantine No. 54.06. 
effective February 1. 1962, as amended 
June 1, 1963, a plant quarantine prohib¬ 
iting the entry Into Nevada in Interstate 
commerce of plants and all parts thereof 
(except seed) of elm (Ulmus spp.) and 
of the related genera Zelkova and 
Planera; and (3) the Director of the 
Oregon Department of Agriculture has 
likewise taken action to suppress the said 
Dutch elm disease and has promulgated 
as Administrative Order No. AD 13-66 
relating to Dutch elm disease and phloem 
necrosis virus, effective December 1, 1966. 
a plant quarantine prohibiting the entry 
into Oregon in interstate commerce from 
States infected with the Dutch elm dis¬ 
ease of plants and all parts thereof (ex¬ 
cept seed) of elm ( Ulmus spp.) and of 
the related genera Zelkova and Planera. 


(b) Further, the Chief of the Cali¬ 
fornia Bureau of Plant Quarantine, the 
Deputy Director of the Nevada State 
Department of Agriculture, and the Di¬ 
rector of the Oregon Department of 
Agriculture, severally, have requested 
that the UB. Department of Agriculture 
cooperate in connection with such quar¬ 
antines by prohibiting the importation 
into California, Nevada, and Oregon, re¬ 
spectively. of propagative material of the 
designated genera, from the foreign 
countries which had been listed in the 
notice of quarantine concerning the 
Dutch elm disease (} 319.70, revoked 
May 15,1966,31 F.R. 5745). 

(c) Under authority conferred upon 
the Director of the Plant Quarantine 
Division by 8 319.37-24, notice is hereby 
given that when destined for importation 
into the States of California. Nevada, 
and Oregon, import permits will be re¬ 
fused for the importation of propagative 
material (except seed) of elm ( Ulmus 
spp.) and of the related genera Zelkova 
and Planera from the continent of Eu¬ 
rope and the Dominion of Canada and 
other foreign areas north of the United 
States, including Newfoundland, Labra¬ 
dor. St. Pierre. Miquelon, and islands ad¬ 
jacent thereto. 

cs*c*. 1. 5. 9. 37 SUt. 315. 316. 318. ■* 
amended; 7 XJBC. 154, 159. 162; 7 CTO 
31937 34; 29 P.R. 16310, as amended, 30 
F.R. 5799. a* amended) 

These administrative instructions shall 
become effective April 25, 1967, when 
they shall supersede 7 CFR 319.37-24C, 
effective July 27. 1966 (31 F.R. 10109). 

The purpose of this revision of the 
administrative Instructions is to coop¬ 
erate with the State of Oregon by pro¬ 
hibiting the importation into such State, 
from foreign countries where the Dutch 
elm disease occurs, of host plants of the 
disease, in furtherance of action already 
taken by that State to suppress the dis¬ 
ease that might be introduced with such 
plants. Heretofore the instructions were 
applicable only in respect to importa¬ 
tions of such plants into the States of 
California and Nevada. The revision 
should be made effective promptly in 
order to accomplish its purpose in the 
public Interest. Accordingly, under the 
administrative procedure provisions of 5 
UB.C.. section 553, It is found upon good 
cause that notice and other public pro¬ 
cedure with respect to the revision are 
Impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest, and good cause is found for 
making the effective date thereof less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Done at Hyattsville. Md., this 19th day 
of April 1967. 

I seal 1 T. G. Darling. 

Acting Director . 

Plant Quarantine Division . 

IFJfL Doc. 67-4508; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 

8:46 aJ n | 


Chapter VIII—Agricultural Stabilisa¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Sugar), Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER 6— SUGAR REQUIREMENTS AND 
QUOTAS 

(Sugitr Reg. 811. Arndt 41 

PART 811—CONTINENTAL SUGAR 
REQUIREMENTS AND AREA QUOTAS 

Requirements and Quotas for 1967 

Basis and purpose and statement of 
bases and considerations. The purpose 
of this amendment to Sugar Regulation 
811 (31 FR. 15581. 32 Fit. 2609, 3085. 
4015) Is to permit the importation of an 
additional 75.000 short tons, raw value, 
of sugar during the second quarter of 
1967 pursant to the Sugar Act of 1948, os 
amended, hereinafter referred to as the 
# *Act M . 

Trade reports Indicate that recent 
firmness in the Caribbean and certain 
South American freight markets haa 
caused some difficulties in connection 
with the arrangement of sugar ship¬ 
ments. Present indications arc that 
receipts of domestic offshore raw sugar 
during the second quarter wlU be less 
than previously anticipated. Due to low 
beet sugar inventories, in comparison to 
recent years, beet sugar marketings are 
expected to continue to be well below 
those of last year until late In the year 
when new crop sugar becomes available. 
Under these circumstances, it is desirable 
to increase the quantity of foreign raw 
sugar that may be imported during the 
second quarter to provide adequate sup¬ 
plies of sugar to refiners and to maintain 
stable sugar prices. 

Accordingly, the limitation on total 
raw sugar Imports from foreign coun¬ 
tries during the second quarter of 1967 
Is hereby increased 75.000 tons to 1,225.- 
000 short tons, raw value. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Agriculture by the Act. 
8 811.53(d) is amended as follows: By 
amending subparagraph (1). subdivision 
(ID of subparagraph (2). subdivision (i> 
of subparagraph (4) and by adding a new 
subdivision (vii) to subparagraph (4) to 
read as follows: 

§811.58 Qtmlii* for foreign countries 
• • • • • 

(d) (1) Of the total quotas and prom - 
Uons for foreign countries established 
in paragraphs (b) and (c) of tills sec¬ 
tion. only 2.125.000 short tons, raw value, 
of raw sugar may be authorised for im¬ 
portation from all such foreign countries 
in accordance with Part 817 of this chap¬ 
ter during the first six months of 1967, 
and of such 2.125.000 short tons, raw 
value, 900.000 short tons, raw value, may 
be authorized for importation during the 
first quarter of the year. 
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‘ID Applications for the Importation 
of sugar during the first quarter received 
on or before December 19, 1966, will be 
considered as having been received at the 
same time. Applications for the Importa¬ 
tion of sugar during the second quarter 
received on or before January 13. 1967, 
will be considered as having been received 
at the same time. Applications for the 
importation during the second quarter of 
100.000 short tons, raw value, of sugar 
representing an addition to the initial 
limitation of 1 million short tons, raw 
value, received on or before February 27. 
1967. will be considered as having been 
received at the same time. Applications 
for the importation during the second 
quarter of 50.000 short tons, raw value, 
of sugar representing an addition to pre¬ 
vious limitations of 1.100.000 short tons, 
raw value, received on or before March 
13.1967. will be considered as having been 
received at the same time. Applications 
for the importation during the second 
quarter of 75.000 short tons, raw value, 
of sugar representing an addition to 
previous second quarter limitations of 
1.150.000 short tons, raw* value, received 
on or before May 1. 1967, will be con¬ 
sidered as having been received at the 
same time. 


(4> (1) Allocations of second quarter 
Importations among countries will be 
made in the following manner within the 
limits of applications received. Alloca¬ 
tion among countries of the initial limi¬ 
tation of 1 million short tons, raw value, 
shall be made as provided in subdivi¬ 
sions (ii). (ill), and (iv) of this subpara¬ 
graph. Allocation among countries of 
100.000 short tons, raw value, represent¬ 
ing an addition to the initial limitation 
of 1.000.000 short tons, raw value, shall 
be made as provided in subdivision (v) 
of this subparagraph. Allocation among 
counties of 50.000 short tons, raw value, 
representing an addition to previous 
limitations of 1.100.000 short tons, raw 
value, shall be made os provided In sub¬ 
division (vi) of this subparagraph. Allo¬ 
cation among countries of 75,000 short 
tons, raw value, representing an addition 
to previous limitations of 1,150.009 short 
tons, raw value, shall be made as pro¬ 
vided in subdivision (viD of this sub¬ 
paragraph. 


<vtl> The 75.000 short tons, raw value, 
shall be prorated among countries for 
which applications for importation have 
been made, on the basis of first-half im¬ 
portations from such countries as set 
forth in subparagraph (5) of tills para¬ 
graph. 


(Secs. 201. 202. 207. and 403: 61 Stat 023 aa 
amended. 924 aa amended. 027 aa amended, 
and 932 aa amended: 7 OJ3.C. 1111. 1112. 
1117. and 1153) 

Effective date. Tills action raises the 
limitation on second quarter Imports 
from foreign countries by 75.000 tons. 
In order to promote orderly marketing, 
it is essential that all persons selling and 
purchasing sugar for consumption In the 


continental United States be able as soon 
as possible to make plans based on 
changes In the marketing opportunities. 
Therefore, it is hereby determined and 
found that compliance with the notice, 
procedure, and 30-day effective date 
requirements in 5 U.S.C. 553 is unneces¬ 
sary. impracticable, and contrary to the 
public Interest and this amendment shall 
become effective when filed for public 
inspection In the Office of the Federal 
Register. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., this 21st 
day of April 1967. 

John A. Schnittker, 
Acting Secretary . 

|FJl. Doc. 67-4587; Filed. Apr. 21. 1967; 

1:35 pin.] 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

(Lemon Reg. 263. Arndt. 1) 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

Findings . (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 

keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 910, as amended (1 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 UJS.C. 601- 
674). and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such lemons, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that It 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic Interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
amendment until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion hereof in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 553(1966)) because the time in¬ 
tervening between the date when infor¬ 
mation upon which this amendment is 
based became available and the time 
when this amendment must become 
effective in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act Is Insufficient, 
and this amendment relieves restric¬ 
tion on the handling of lemons grown 
in California and Arizona. 

Order, as amended. The provisions In 
paragraph (b)(1) (D and (11) of 5 910.- 
563 (Lemon Reg. 263, 32 F.R. 6020) are 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

§910.563 Lrmnn Regulation 263, 

• • • • • 

<b) Order. (!)••♦ 

(I) District 1: 1.860 cartons; 

(ID District 3 : 260,490 cartons. 


(8ec&. 1-19. 48 8t*t. 31, M amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated; April 20.1967. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and 
Vegetable Division . Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

(Fit. Doc. 67-4507; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:46 am.) 


Chapter X—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 

and Orders; Milk), Department of 

Agriculture 

(Milk Order 79) 

PART 1079—MILK IN DES MOINES, 
IOWA, MARKETING AREA 

Order Terminating Certain Provision 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 ct seq ), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk In t he Dcs Moines marketing 
area (7 CFR Part 1079), it is hereby 
found and determined that; 

(a) The following provision of the or¬ 
der no longer tends to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act: 1 1079.12(c). 

(b) Thirty days notice of the effective 
date hereof is impractical, unnecessary, 
and contrary to the public Interest in 
that: 

(1) Tills termination order does not 
require of persons affected substantial 
or extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date. 

(2) This termination order Is neces¬ 
sary to reflect current marketing condi¬ 
tions and to maintain orderly marketing 
conditions In the marketing area. 

(3) The provision hereby terminated 
requires that a plant operated by a co¬ 
operative association whose members are 
the majority of the total number of pro¬ 
ducers shipping to poo) plants of other 
handlers be a pool plant under the Des 
Moines order. 

The Des Moines Cooperative Dairy, a 
division of Producers Creamery of 
Springfield, Mo., operates such a plant 
located at Marion. Iowa. The Marion 
plant also qualifies as a pool plant under 
the terms of the Celar Raplds-Iowa City 
milk order and has been a pool plant 
under that order for several years. 

Since the plant qualifies as a pool plant 
under both orders, it is regulated by 
the order applicable in the area to which 
the greatest plant shipments for Class I 
use are made. It is more efficient for 
this cooperative to supply Its Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa City customers by direct 
shipment from producers' farms. Hence, 
there is very little milk moved through 
the Marion plant to such customers. On 
the other hand, it is economically fea¬ 
sible to make occasional shipments from 
the plant to Des Moines handlers for 
Class I use. Producer members of the 
cooperative deliver significantly larger 
quantities of milk to Cedar Raplds-Iowa 
City handlers, than the quantities of 
milk shipped from their Marion plant to 
Des Moines handlers. 
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By terminating the provision which 
automatically qualifies the plant as a pool 
plant because it is operated by a coopera¬ 
tive which is the principal supplier for 
the Des Moines market the plant would 
remain pooled in the Cedar Rapids-Iowa 
City market where it lias been pooled 
historically and where this producer milk 
.supply Is primarily associated. 

The provision being terminated does 
not affect the pool status of plants regu¬ 
lated by any handler other than the Des 
Moines Cooperative Dairy. 

(4) Interested parties were afforded 
opportunity to file written data, views, 
or arguments concerning this termina¬ 
tion (32 PH. 5639). None were filed in 
opposition to the proposed termination. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak¬ 
ing this order effective April 1. 1967. 

// is therefore ordered . That the afore¬ 
said provision of the order is hereby 
terminated. 

(Secs. 1 19. 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 US C. 
601-874) 

Effective date; April 1. 1967. 

Signed at Washington. D.C.. on April 

20.1967. 

George L. Mchuck. 
Assistant Secretary. 

(PR. Doc. 87-4551; Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 

8:50 am J 


l Milk Order 137| 

PART 1137—MILK IN EASTERN 

COLORADO MARKETING AREA 

Order Amending Order 
§ 1137.0 Finding** and drlertninatton*. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations arc hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar os such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

<a> Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders <7 CFR Part 
900). a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Eastern Colorado marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence in¬ 
troduced at such hearing and the record 
thereof. It is found that: 

< 1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2> The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act. are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds. 


and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

<3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

<b> Additional findings. It is neces¬ 
sary in the public interest to make this 
order amending the order effective not 
later than May 1, 1967. Any delay be¬ 
yond that date would tend to disrupt the 
orderly marketing of milk in the market¬ 
ing area. 

The provisions of the said order are 
knowm to handlers. The recommended 
decision of the Deputy Administrator. 
Regulatory Programs, was issued March 

16,1967, and the decision of the Assistant 
Secretary containing all amendment 
provisions of this order, was issued 
April 3. 1967 The changes effected by 
this order will not require extensive 
preparation or substantial alteration in 
method of operation for handlers. In 
view of the foregoing, it is hereby found 
and determined that good cause exists 
for making this order amending the or¬ 
der effective May 1. 1967. and that it 
would be contrary to the public interest 
to delay the effective date of this order 
for 30 days after its publication In the 
Federal Register (5 UB.C. 553(d) 
(I960)). 

(c) Determinations. It is hereby de¬ 
termined that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations spec¬ 
ified in section 6c<9) of the Act) of more 
than 50 percent of the milk, which Is 
marketed within the marketing area, to 
sign a proposed marketing agreement, 
tends to prevent the effectuation of the 
declared policy of the Act; 

< 2) The issuance of this order, amend¬ 
ing the order. Is the only practical 
means pursuant to the declared policy 
of the Act of advancing the interests of 
producers as defined in the i»rder as here¬ 
in amended; and 

(3) The issuance of the order amend¬ 
ing the order Is approved or favored by 
at least two-thirds of the producers who. 
during the determined representative 
period, were engaged in the production 
of milk for sale in the marketing area. 

Order relative to handling. It Ls 
therefore ordered, that on and after the 
effective date hereof, the handling of 
milk in the Eastern Colorado marketing 
area shall be in conformity to and in 
compliance with the terms and condi¬ 
tions of the aforesaid order, as amended 
and as hereby further amended, as fol¬ 
lows: 

Section 1137.15 is revised as follows: 
§1137.15 Route. 

“Route" means any delivery to retail 
or wholesale outlets (including a deliv¬ 


ery by a vendor or a sale from a plant or 
plant store) of any fluid milk product, 
other than a delivery to a pool plant or 
a nonpool plant: Provided. That pack¬ 
aged fluid milk products that are trans¬ 
ferred to a distributing pool plant from 
a plant with route disposition in the 
marketing area, and which are classi¬ 
fied as Class I under i 1137.44*a), shall 
be considered as a route disposition from 
the transferor plant, rather than from 
the transferee plant, for the single pur¬ 
pose of qualifying it as a pool distributing 
plant under! 1137.7(a) (l). 

(Seen. 1-10, 48 Stat. 31. »m amended. 7 USC 
601-874) 

Effective date: May i. 1967. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., on April 

20.1967. 

George L. Mehrek, 
Assistant Secretary 

|F.R Doc. 67-4550; Filed. Apr 24. 1087; 

8:50a.m. J 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Treasury Department 

Section 213.3305 is amended to show 
that the position of Deputy Assistant to 
the Secretary < National Security Af¬ 
fairs i is excepted under Schedule C. Ef- 
fee live on publication in the Federal 
Register, subparagraph <29 Ms added to 
paragraph <a> of 1213.3305 as set out 
below. 

§213.3305 Trra«un Department. 

<a> Office of the Secretary. • • • 

(29) One Deputy Assistant to the Sec¬ 
retary (National Security Affairs). 


15 U8.C 3301. 3302. E.O. 10577, 12 FR 7531. 
3 CFR. 1254-58 Comp., p. 318) 

Ukited States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 

{seal 1 James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[FR. Doc. 87-4428: Filed. Apr 24. 1287. 
8:45 a.m.| 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Transportation 

Section 213.3394 Is added to show that 
the positions of Deputy Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Transportation Policy Develop¬ 
ment and Deputy Under Secretary are 
excepted under Schedule C. Effective on 
publication in the Federal Register, a 
new 5 213.3394 is added as set out below. 

§ 213.3304 Department of Transporta¬ 
tion. 

(») Office of the Secretary. (1) Dep¬ 
uty Assistant Secretary for Transporta¬ 
tion Policy Development. 

(2) One Deputy Under Secretary. 
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(5 U-S.C. 3301. 3302. E O. 10577. 10 PJl. 7521, 
3 CFR. 1054-58 Comp . p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 

Cseal 1 James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

|FK Doc. 67^4513; Filed. Apr. 24, 1087; 
8:48 n m J 

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, Department of Transporta¬ 
tion 

(Docket No. 8110; Arndt. li~8| 

PART 11— GENERAL RULE-MAKING 
PROCEDURES 

Authority of Directors of Aeronautical 
Center and National Aviation Fa¬ 
cilities Experimental Center 

The purpose of this amendment la to 
clarify Subpart C of FAR Part It to the 
effect that the terms "Office or Service" 
Include the Aeronautical Center and the 
National Aviation Facilities Experi¬ 
mental Center, either of which has the 
responsibility for developing the sub¬ 
stance of certain parts of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations. Since this 
amendment is procedural and docs not 
impose a burden on any person, notice 
and public procedure thereon are not re¬ 
quired and the amendment may be made 
effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
11 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 11) is amended as follows, 
effective April 25. 1967. 

§§ 11.25, 11.37 [ Amended | 

1. Sections 11.25(b)(2) and 11.37 are 
amended by deleting the words "Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C." and inserting. In place 
thereof, the words "Washington. D.C. 
20590*. 

2. Section 11 41(a) Is amended by add¬ 
ing at the end thereof, the following 
sentence: 

§ 11 .*1 I Sc«JH*. 

(a) • • • For the purposes of this 
subpart, the words "Office or Scrvice M in¬ 
clude the Aeronautical Center and the 
National Aviation Facilities Experimen¬ 
tal Center. 

• • • • • 

(Sees. 303(d). 313 (a), 1001. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1950; 49 CSC. 1344(d). 1354(A). 1481) 

Issued In Washington. D.C., on April 
18.1967. 

William F. McKee. 

Administrator. 

|FJl. Doc. 67-4497; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967: 
8:46 Ain.J 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

| Alrapace Docket No. 66-WA-39| 

part 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration and Revocation of Federal 

Airways, Alteration of Transition 

Areas 

The purpose of these amendments to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to alter certain Federal airways 
and transition areas. 

The airspace actions taken herein arc 
editorial in nature and would extend 
certain VOR Federal airways via the des¬ 
ignated alignment of the airway seg¬ 
ments being revoked. In addition transi¬ 
tion area boundaries designated in part 
by those airways being revoked will be 
redescribed utilizing the new airway seg¬ 
ments. The extent of controlled airspace 
associated with these actions will not 
be altered. 

The airway extensions would provide 
simplification of airway numbering and 
provide a longer single numbered airway 
segment to facilitate flight planning. 

Since these amendments are editorial 
in nature and do not Involve the desig¬ 
nation of airspace, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure are unnecessary. However, since 
it is necessary that sufficient time be 
allowed to permit appropriate changes 
to be made on aeronautical charts, this 
amendment will become effective more 
than 30 days after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0001 e.s.t„ June 
22, 1967. as hereinafter set forth. 

1. Section 71.123 (32 Fit. 2009) is 
amended as follows: 

a. In V-38 "12 AGL Elkins. W. Va." is 
deleted and "12 AGL Elkins. W. Va.; 12 
AGL Oordonsville, Va.; 12 AGL Rich¬ 
mond. Vo.; 12 AGL Harcum. Va.; 12 AGL 
Cape Charles, Va.” Is substituted 
therefor. 

b. In V-72 "From Akron. Ohio." is de¬ 
leted and "From Rosewood, Ohio, 12 AGL 
Mansfield, Ohio; 12 AGL INT Cleveland, 
Ohio, 138 and Tiverton, Ohio. 017 4 
radials; 12 AGL Akron. Ohio;" is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

c. In V-106 all before "12 AOL INT 
Johnstown 068’ and Selinsgrove, Pa.. 259* 
radials;"* is deleted and "From Johns¬ 
town, Pa.;** is substituted therefor. 

d. In V-139 "From Cape Charles. Va." 
is deleted and "From Wilmington. N.C.. 
12 AOL INT Wilmington 036 1 and New 
Bom. N.C.. 231 # radials; 12 AGL New 
Bern; 12 AGL Cofield. N.C.; 12 AGL INT 
Cofield 084 and Norfolk. Va., 209' radi¬ 
ate; 12 AOL Norfolk; 12 AGL Cape 
Charles, Va.;" is substituted therefor. 

e. In V-143 "; 12 AGL Front Royal. 
Va.; 12 AGL Martinsburg, W. Va.; 12 
AGL Lancaster, Pa.; 12 AGL Pottstown, 
Pa.; 12 AGL Yardley. Pa." is added at the 
end of text. 

f. V-l 56 is revoked. 

g. In V-166 "; 12 AGL Woodstown. 
N.J.: 12 AGL Sea Isle. N.J." is added at 
the end of text. 


h. In V-184 12 AGL Harrisburg, Pa ; 

12 AGL INT Harrisburg 132* and West 
Chester, Pa.. 274* radiate; 12 AOL West 
Chester; 12 AOL INT West Chester 120' 
radial and Philadelphia. Pa.. Interna¬ 
tional Airport ILS localizer 258* course; 
12 AOL Woodstown. N.J.; 12 AGL Mill¬ 
ville, N.J.; 12 AGL Atlantic City, NJ. 
The airspace within Rr-5802 is excluded 
is added at the end of text. 

i. In V-194 including a 12 AGL south 
alternate via INT Cofleld 084* and Nor¬ 
folk 209* radials" is deleted. 

j. V-229 is revoked. 

k. V-238 Is revoked. 

L V-239 is revoked. 

m. V-246 Is revoked. 

n. V-251 is revoked. 

o. V-256 is revoked. 

p. V-271 is revoked. 

2. Section 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148» is 
amended as follows: 

a. In Edenton. N.C., "on the west by 
V-229." is deleted and "on the west by 
V-139." is substituted therefor. 

b. In Wilmington. N.C., "along the east 
boundary of V-229" te deleted and "alonu 
the east boundary of V-139" is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958. 
40 UJ3.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on April 
18.1967. 

H. B. I If. L strom. 

Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 67-4500; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967. 
8:46 a.m.1 


(Airspace Docket No. 66-PC-2J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration and Designation of 
Transition Areas 

On February 4. 1967, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (32 F.R. 2452) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administrate 
was considering amendments to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the controlled airspace in 
Hawaii. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro¬ 
posed rule making through the submis¬ 
sion of comments. All comments re¬ 
ceived were favorable. 

We had proposed to name the area de¬ 
scribed In Item 1 of the notice the South 
Kauai transition area. Further study of 
the area indicates that it would be more 
appropriately named Swordfish transi¬ 
tion area. Since this change is editorial 
in nature, notice and public procedure 
herein are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended effective 0001 e.s.t., June 22. 
1967, as hereinafter set forth. 

Section 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148) Is 

amended as follows: 
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1 . The Swordfish transition area Is 
dfslfmated to read: 

Swordfish. Haw An 

rhAl air* pace extending upward from 5.000 
feet above the turf ace bounded on the north 
Lnd northeast by V-14. on the south by V-13 
and the Honolulu Oceanic Control Area, and 
or the weet by longitude 160*0000" W.; 
that airspace bounded on the north by V-12 
and the Honolulu transition area, an the 
n rtheoat by V-14. on the south by V-4, and 
cm the weet by the Honolulu Oceanic Con¬ 
trol Area; and that airspace bounded on the 
north by V-4. on the east by Uie Honolulu 
transition area, on the eouth by W-319A, 
and on the southwest by the Honolulu 
Ot ianJc Control Area. 

2. The Sunrise transition area is des¬ 
ignated to read: 

Suneisx, Hawaii 

That airspace extending upward from 2,500 
feet above the surface bounded on the north 
by V-13, on the east by the Honolulu Oceanic 
Control Areo. and on the south by V-4; 
that airspace bounded on the north by V-4. 
on the east by the Honolulu Oceanic Con¬ 
trol Area, on the south by V-8, and on the 
west by the arc of a 19-mile radius circle 
centered on the Molokai Airport (latitude 
21 ‘00'26" N., longitude 157*05*56" W ); and 
that airspace bounded on the north by V-8, 
on the east by the Honolulu Oceanic Con¬ 
trol Area, on the south by a line 16 nml 
:outh of and parallel to the Molokai VOR 
007" radial, and on the west by the arc of a 
30-mlle radius circle centered on the Kahulul 
Airport (latitude 30*54 00" N., longitude 
K>«'26*00" W.). 

3. The Upolu Point transition area Is 
designated to read: 

Upolu Powt, Hawaii 

That airspace extending upward from 1 .200 
feet above the surface bounded on the north 
by V-15. on the east by V-6, on the south by 
V-2, and on the west by V-ll; that airspace 
bounded on the northeast by V-16, on the 
southeast by V-ll. and on the southwest by 
V -5; and that airspace bounded on the north 
by a line 4. nml north of and parallel to the 
Lanai VOR 110* radial, on the east by V-ll, 
and the south by V-2. 

4. The 1.200-foot portion of the Hono¬ 
lulu. Hawaii, transition area is amended 
by deleting all after "thence to latitude 
21*09 00" N . longitude 158 c 24*45" W." 
and substituting therefor "; that airspace 
northwest of Honolulu, extending from 
the 30-mlle radius area bounded on the 
northeast by W-322D, on the west by the 
Uhue transition area, and on the south¬ 
west by V-2: and that airspace southeast 
of Honolulu bounded on the northeast 
by V-16. on the east by longitude 157*- 
17*00" W., on the south by a line extend¬ 
ing from latitude 20*47T5" N.. longitude 
157^17*00" W. to latitude 20*48*00" N.. 
longitude 157*30*00" W. through lati¬ 
tude 20*52*00*' N.. longitude 157 a 50'00" 
W. to a line 12 miles east of and parallel 
to the Honolulu VORTAC 180° radial, 
and on the west by a line 12 miles cast of 
and parallel to the Honolulu VORTAC 
180‘ radial, excluding the portion within 
W-318. the portion below 4.000 feet MSL 
within W-322D and the portion within 
the Kaneohe control zone and the Kane¬ 
ohe transition area,’* 

5 The 1,200-foot portion of the Mo¬ 
lokai. Hawaii, transition area is amended 
by deleting "thence to point of begin¬ 


ning.” and substituting therefor "thence 
to point of beginning: that airspace 
bounded on the northwest by V-8, on the 
northeast by V-6. and on the south by 
V-15; that airspace bounded on the 
north by V-15. on the east by V-17, on 
the south by V-2, and on the west by V- 
7; and that airspace bounded on the 
north by V-8, on the cast by V-7, and on 
the southwest by V-2/* 

(Sees. 807(a), 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958; 49 UJ8.C. 1348. 1510, EO. 10854 24 
F-H.9565) 

Issued In Washington, D.C., on April 
17.1967. 

H. B. Helstxom, 

Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 

|FJL DOC- 67-4501: Filed. Apr. 24. 1907; 
8:48 a m | 


| AJrapace Docket No. 87-AL-41 

PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
Alteration of Restricted Area 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to alter the restricted area at 
Clear. Alaska, Rr-2206. to provide a real¬ 
istic distance protection against pos¬ 
sible RF radiation for aircraft and to 
change the using agency. 

The purpose of this restricted area Is 
to protect aircraft and personnel from 
RF radiation emitted from the Missile 
Early Warning System <MEWS) track¬ 
ing radar antennae. An Electromagnetic 
Radiation Hazard Survey was conducted 
at Clear AFS during the period October 
19-23. 1966. to determine the extent of 
RF radiation present. Airborne meas¬ 
urements indicated that a radiation haz¬ 
ard is possible to personnel aboard un¬ 
shielded aircraft in flight, within 3,540 
feet of the radar tracking antennae. 
The results of this survey permit a re¬ 
duction in the north and west portions 
of the existing restricted area by ap¬ 
proximately 27 square miles in which no 
RF radiation hazard exists and requires 
an expansion of the east and south por¬ 
tions by approximately 5 square miles In 
which an RF radiation hazard does exist. 

A notice of proposed modification was 
circulated to all known interested per¬ 
sons In Alaska. All comments received 
w r ere favorable. 

The Administrator has determined 
that, in the interest of aeronautical safe¬ 
ty, there is an immediate requirement to 
alter the boundary of R-2206; therefore, 
notice and public procedure hereon U 
impracticable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
73 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 e.s.t.. May 25. 
1967, os hereinafter set forth. 

In | 73.22 <32 F.R. 2293>. R-2206 Clear, 
Alaska, is amended to read: 

Boundarte*: Beginning at latitude 84 19*- 
46" N . longitude 149-10*08" W.; to latitude 
84*19*48" N.. longttude 149*16*33*' W.; to 
latitude 84 ,1 18 , 19" N . longitude 149*15*33" 
W ; to latitude 84*16*19" N,. longitude 149*- 
10*06" W.; thence north. 100 feet west of and 
parallel to the Alaskan railroad to the point 
of beginning. 


Designated altitudes: Surface to 5.000 feet 
MSL. 

Time of designation: Continuous. 

Using agency: Commander 13th Missile 
Warning Squadron. Clear. Alaska. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1056; 
40 U5.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on April 
17. 1967. 

Archie W. League. 
Director , Air Traffic Service . 

|Pit. Doc. 67-4408; Piled, Apr. 24. 1067; 
8.46 a_m.J 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter 1—Bureau of Customs. De¬ 
partment of the Treasury 

(T.D. 67-107) 

PART 10—ARTICLES CONDITION¬ 
ALLY FREE, SUBJECT TO A RE¬ 
DUCED RATE. ETC. 

International Organizations 

By Executive Order 11334, signed 
March 7. 1967, the President has desig¬ 
nated the Aslan Development Bank os an 
international organization entitled to en¬ 
joy certain privileges, exemptions, and 
Immunities conferred by the Interna¬ 
tional Organizations Immunities Act of 
December 29,1945. 

The list of public International organi¬ 
zations currently entitled to free-entry 
privileges in $ 10 30a(a) of the Customs 
Regulations is. therefore, amended by 
Inserting In the proper alphabetical 
order the following: 


OrianUaiUm 

Eirciilln* 

Date 

artier 


AMuii Development Hook.. 

11334 

Mar. T, W 


(80 Slat. 379; 5 U.S.C. 301. 10 UB.C. 66) 

I seal 1 Edwin F. Rains, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: April 17, 1967. 

True Davis. 

Assistant Secretary of the Treas¬ 
ury. 

IFR. Doc. 67-4509; Filed. Apr. 24, 1987; 
8:46 a m ) 


| TJX 67-108) 

PART 10—ARTICLES CONDITION¬ 
ALLY FREE. SUBJECT TO A RE¬ 
DUCED RATE. ETC. 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

As a result of the changes made in the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States by 
the enactment of Public Law 89-651. the 
Educational. Scientific, and Cultural Ma¬ 
terials Importation Act of 1966. made 
effective with respect to articles entered, 
or withdrawn from warehouse, for con¬ 
sumption on or after February 1. 1967, 
by the President's Proclamation No. 3754 
of November 3. 1966 (31 F.R. 277>. Part 
10 is amended as follows: 
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1. Section 10.0 and footnote 7 are 
deleted. 

2. Section 10.45 Is deleted. 

3. A new 8 10.47 is added reading as 
follows: 

§ 10.17 Scientific 

There shall be died in connection with 
an entry covering any articles claimed 
to be free under item 870.27, Tariff 
Schedules of the United States, a decla¬ 
ration of the Importer of record stating 
that the subject articles are Imported 
for public or private scientific collection 
for exhibition or other educational or 
scientific use as the case may be and 
are not for sole or other commercial usc. M 

4. Section 10.48 is amended as follows: 

a. The section heading Ls amended to 
read ‘Engravings, drawings, sculptures, 
etc.” 

b. Paragraph (a) Is amended by delet¬ 
ing "765.05, 

c. Paragraph (b) U amended as fol¬ 
lows: The declaration In subparagraph 
(l > is amended to read: 

I------—. do hereby de¬ 

clare that I am the producer of certain works 
of art. namely ______cov¬ 
ered by the annexed Invoice dated_; 

that any mosaics Included in that Invoice 
ure originals; that any aculpturw or statuary 
included In that Invoice are the original 
works or models or 1 of the first 10 coatings, 
replicas, or reproductions made from the 
sculptor's original work or model: and that 
any etchings, engravings, woodcuts, litho¬ 
graphs, or prints made by other hand-trans¬ 
fer processes included In that Invoice were 
printed by hand from hand-etched, hand- 
drawn. or hand-engraved plates, stones, or 
blocks. 

5. Footnote 39 appended to 8 10.43 is 
amended to read as follows: 

•"Articles imported for the use of on In¬ 
stitution established solely for religious pur¬ 
poses: 

"Drawings, engravings, etchings, litho¬ 
graphs. woodcuts, sound recordings, recorded 
video tapes, and photographic and other 
prints, all the foregoing whether bound or 
unbound, and exposed photographic films 
(including motion-picture films) whether or 
not developed •••.*• (Item 850.10. Tariff 
Schedules of the United States.) 

"Regalia •••,** (item 850.40. Tariff 
Schedules of the United States.) 

"Articles Imported for the use of an In¬ 
stitution organized and operated for religtous 
purposes. Including cemetertee. schools, hos¬ 
pitals, orphanages, and similar nonprofit 
activities staffed and controlled by such 
institution; Altars, pulpits, communion 
tables, baptismal fonts, shrines, mosaics, 
Iconostases, or pArts, appurtenances, or ad¬ 
juncts of any of the foregoing, whether to be 
physically Joined thereto or not, and statuary 
(except granite or marble cemetery head¬ 
stones. granite or marble grave markers, and 
granite or marble feature memorials, and 
except costs of plaster or Paris, or of com¬ 
positions of paper or papier-mache) 

(Item 850.70. Tariff Schedules of the United 
States.) 

"Articles imported for the use of any pub¬ 
lic library, and other public institutions, or 
any nonprofit Institution established for 
educational, scientific, literary, or philosoph¬ 


ical purposes, or for the encouragement of 
the fine arts: 

"Drawings and plans, reproductions there¬ 
of, engravings, etchings, lithographs, wood- 
cuts, globes, sound recordings, recorded 
video tapes, and photographic and other 
prints, all the foregoing whether bound or 
unbound, and exposed photographic films 
(Including moUon-plcture films) whether or 
not developed • • V (Item 851.10. Tariff 
Schedules of the United States.) 

"Regalia • • (Item 851.30. Tariff 

Schedules of the United Slates ) 

"Any textile machine or machinery, or 
part thereof, solely for the Instruction of 
students • • (Item 851 40. Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States.) 

"Patterns and models exclusively for ex¬ 
hibition or educational use at any such In¬ 
stitution • • •• (Item 851.50, Tariff Sched- 
ules of the United States.) 

6. Footnote 41 appended to 8 10.46 ls 
amended to read as follows: 

“ "Articles for the use of any agency of the 
United Suites Government. Engravings, 
etchings, photographic prints, whether 
bound or unbound, recorded video tapes, 
and exposed photographic films (Including 
motion-picture films) whether or not de¬ 
veloped • • • - (Item 830.00, Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States.) 

"Articles for the Department of State: 
Sound recordings and recorded video tapes 
for use by it In the program authorized by 
the United States Information and Educa¬ 
tional Exchange Act of 1948 (22 U.S.C. 1431- 
1479) • • •• (Item 831.00, Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States ) 

7. A new footnote 42 appended to 
8 10.47 Is added to read as follows: 

• “Specimens of archeology, mineralogy, or 
natural history (Including specimens of 
botany or zoology other than live zoological 
specimens) Imported for any public or pri¬ 
vate scientific coliocUon for exhibition or 
other educational or scientific use. and not 
for sale or other commercial use •••.*• 
(Item 870 27. Tariff Schedules of the United 
States.) 

8. Footnote 43 appended to 8 10.48 1* 
amended by deleting the quotation of 
Item 765.05, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States. 

9. Footnote 48 appended to 8 10.53 Ls 
amended to read as follows: 

* ‘ Ethnographic object* made In the tra¬ 
ditional aboriginal styles and made at least 
50 years prior to their date of. entry; and 
other antique* made prior to 100 years before 
their date of entry; all the foregoing article* 
including such article* which have been re¬ 
paired or renovated without changing their 
original form or character: • • • other 
• • • Free." (Item 706.25. Tariff Schedules 
of the United State*.) 

(R.8. 251. 77A Stat. 14, sec. 624. 46 Stnt. 759: 

19 U.S.C. 66. 1202 (Gen. Headnote II), 1624) 

l seal] Edwin F. Rains, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs . 
Approved: April 17,1967. 

True Davis. 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

(Fit Doc. 07-4510; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:46 a.m.) 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER B—fOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 120—TOLERANCES AND EX¬ 
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODI¬ 
TIES 

S-Ethyl CyclohexylothyIthiocarbamale 

A petition (PP 7F0522) was filed with 
the Food and Drug Administration by 
Stauffer Chemical Co.. 1200 South 47th 
Street, Richmond. Calif. 94804. propos¬ 
ing the establishment of a tolerance of 
0.05 part per million for residue* of the 
herbicide S-ethyl cyciohexylethylthio- 
carbamate In or on the raw agricultural 
commodities sugarbeets (roots and tops) 
and spinach. 

Secretary of Agriculture has certified 
that this pesticide chemical is useful for 
the purposes for which the tolerance Is 
being established. 

After consideration of the data sub¬ 
mitted In the petition and other relevant 
material, it is concluded that the toler¬ 
ance established by this order will pro¬ 
tect the public health. Therefore, by 
virtue of the authority vested In the Sec¬ 
retary of Health. Education, and Welfare 
by the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(d)(2). 68 Stat. 512: 21 
U.8.C. 346a(d> (2)) and delegated by him 
to t he C ommissioner of Food and Drugs 
<21 CFR 2.120), Part 120 Is amended by 
adding to Subpart C a new section, as 
follows: 

§ 120.212 5-Ethyl ryrlohcxyletliylthio- 

(iirh.iru.itr; tolrr.inrr- for residue*. 

A tolerance of 0.05 part per million ls 
established for negligible residues of the 
herbicide S-ethyl cyclohexylethylthlo- 
carb&mate in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities spinach, sugarbeet roots, 
and sugarbeet tops. 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication In the Federal Register file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW M 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec¬ 
tions thereto, preferably in qulntuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per¬ 
son filing will be adversely affected by the 
order and specify with particularity the 
provisions of the order deemed objec¬ 
tionable and the grounds for the objec¬ 
tions. If a hearing Ls requested, the ob¬ 
jections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if 
the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to Justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief In support 
thereof. 
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Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective on the date of its publi¬ 
cation In the Federal Register. 

(Sec. 408(d)(2). 68 Stat 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d)(2)) 

Dated: April 17.1967. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance . 

(PR. Doc. 67 4515: Filed. Apr. 24. 1067; 
8:46 ajn.f 


PART 120—TOLERANCES AND EX¬ 
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODI¬ 
TIES 

Simazine 

A petition (PP 5F0447) was filed with 
the Food and Drug Administration by 
Geigy Chemical Corp.. Post Office Box 
430. Yonkers. N.Y. 10702, proposing the 
establishment of a tolerance of 30 parts 
per million for residues of the herbicide 
simazine (2-chloro-4.6-bls(ethylamino) - 
s-trlazlne> in or on alfalfa. Bermuda 
grass, and grass. The petitioner sub¬ 
sequently reduced the proposed tolerance 
to 15 parts per million. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has cer¬ 
tified that this herbicide chemical Is use¬ 
ful for the purposes for which the toler¬ 
ance is being established. 

After consideration of the data sub¬ 
mitted in the petition and other relevant 
material. It is concluded that the toler¬ 
ance established by this order will protect 
the public health. Therefore, by virtue 
of the authority vested in the Secretary 
of Health. Education, and Welfare by the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 408(d)(2). 68 Stat. 512: 21 U8.C. 
346a<d> (2)) and delegated by him to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21 
CFT. 2.120). Part 12ff is amended by add¬ 
ing the following new section to Subpart 
C: 

§ 120.213 Simojune; t<»lrranrr» for res¬ 
idue*. 

A tolerance of 15 parts per million Is 
established for residues of the herbicide 
simazine <2-chloro-4,6-bls<cthylamino>- 
s-triazinc) In or on alfalfa. Bermuda 
grass, and grass. 

Any person who will be adversely 
affected by the foregoing order may at 
any time within 30 days from the date 
of its publication in the Federal Register 
file with the Hearing Clerk, Department 
of Health. Education, and Welfare, 
Room 5440. 330 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, DC. 20201. written 
objections thereto, preferably in quln- 
tuplicate. Objections shall show where¬ 
in the person filing will be adversely 
affected by the order and specjfy with 
particularity the provisions of the order 
deemed objectionable and the grounds 
for the objections. If a hearing is re¬ 
quested, the objections must state the 
issues for the hearing. A hearing will 


be granted if the objections are sup¬ 
ported by grounds legally sufficient to 
Justify the relief sought. Objections 
may be accompanied by a memorandum 
or brief in support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come edcctivc on the date of Its publica¬ 
tion In the Federal Register. 

(Sec. 408(d)(2). 68 SUt 512; 21 U.6.C. 
346ft(d) (2)) 

Dated: April 18,1967. 

J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

IF.R. Doc. 67-4516; Filed. Apr. 24, 1967; 
8:47 cun. | 


PART 121— FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subparf D—Food Additives Permitted 
in Food for Human Consumption 

Dt80DIUtt Edta 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data in a petition 
<FAP 6A2018) filed by Norse Chemical 
Corp., 2121 Norse Avenue. Cudahy. Wis. 
53110, and other relevant material, has 
concluded that the food additive regula¬ 
tions should be amended to provide for 
the safe use of disodium EDTA as a se- 
questrant in the nonnutritive sweeteners 
that are listed in 1121.101<d) (4) and 
that, in addition, are designed for 
aqueous solution. Therefore, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Federal Food. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c)(1). 
72 Stat. 1786; 21 UB.C. 348(c)(1)), and 
under the authority delegated to the 
Commissioner by the Secreta ry of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120). 
$ 121.1056(b) is amended by adding a 
new subparagraph, as follows: 

g 121.1036 Disodium EDTA. 

• • • • • 

(b) * • • 

( 3) Alone, as a sequestrant In the non- 
nutritive sweeteners that are listed In 
* 121.101(d)(4) and thftt, in addition, 
are designed for aqueous solution: Pro- 
vided, That the amount of the additive, 
calculated as anhydrous calcium diso¬ 
dium EDTA. does not exceed 0.1 percent 
by weight of the dry nonnutritive 
sweetener. 


Any person who will be adversely 
affected by the foregoing order may at 
any time within 30 days from the date of 
Its publication in the Federal Register 
file with the Hearing Clerk. Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440. 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20201, written objec¬ 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per¬ 
son filing will be adversely affected by 
the order and specify with particularity 
the provisions of the order deemed ob¬ 
jectionable and the grounds for the ob¬ 
jection. If a hearing is‘requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if 
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the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to Justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompa¬ 
nied by a memorandum or brief in 
support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective on the date of it* publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

(8©c. 400(C)(1), 72 SUt. 1786; 21 DSC. 
348(C)(1)) 

Dated: April 18. 1967. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Assocla te Com m issioner 
for Compliance . 

IFR Doc. 67-4517; Filed, Apr 24. 1967; 
8:47 a m ) 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter I—Office of the Secretary of 
Defense 

SUBCHAPTER 8—PERSONNEL, MILITARY ANO 
CIVILIAN 

PART 86—NOTIFICATION OF ELIGI¬ 
BILITY FOR RETIRED PAY FOR 
MEMBERS OF RESERVE COMPO¬ 
NENTS 

The Deputy Secretary of Defense ap¬ 
proved the following on March 29. 1967 
8*c. 

86 1 Purpose and applicability. 

862 Policy. 

86.3 Notification of eligibility for retired pay 
at age 60. 

Authority: The provision* of this Part 86 
Issued under Chapter* 67 and 71 of Title 10. 
UJ3.C. 

§ 86.1 Purpose and applicability. 

This part establishes uniform policies 
requiring the Military Departments to 
notify members of their reserve com¬ 
ponents that they have completed tlie 
years of service required for eligibility for 
retired pay. 

§ 86.2 Policy. 

(a) The Secretary of each Military De¬ 
partment shall provide a notification to 
each person who has met all of the foU 
lowing conditions for eligibility for re¬ 
tired pay at age 60, under section 1331 
(a) of Title 10, U.S.C. 

<D Completion of at least 20 years of 
qualifying service os prescribed in section 
1331(a)(2) of Title 10. UB.C. 

(2) Performance of the lost 8 years 
of qualifying service while a mem¬ 
ber of a reserve component named in 
section 1332(a)(1) of Title 10, U.S.C. 

(3) If the person was a Reserve of an 
armed force, or a member of the Army 
without component or other category 
covered by section 1332(a) (1) of Title 10, 
U-S. Code (except a regular component * 
before August 16. 1945. he must have 
performed active duty after April 5. 1917. 
and before November 12, 1918. or after 
September 8.1940. and before January 1, 
1947, or active duty (other than for 
training) after June 26. 1950. and before 
July 28.1953. 
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(b) The no tin cation will be Issued 
within 1 year after the person concerned 
has completed all of the above eligibility 
requirements, or for those persons who 
have already met these requirements it 
will be Issued prior to July 1,1968. 

(c) After a person has been granted 
retired pay under Title 10. UjS.C. or has 
been notified in accordance with this 
part that he has completed the years of 
service required for eligibility for re- 
tired pay at age 60. this eligibility may 
not be denied or revoked on the basis of 
any error, miscalculation, misinforma¬ 
tion, or administrative determination of 
years of service performed, unless it re¬ 
sulted directly from the fraud or mis¬ 
representation by the individual con¬ 
cerned 

(d) The number of years of creditable 
service upon which retired pay is com¬ 
puted may be adjusted to correct ifhy 
error, miscalculation, misinformation, or 
administrative determination, and when 
such a correction is made the person is 
entitled to retired pay In accordance with 
the number of years of creditable serv¬ 
ice. as corrected, from the date he is 
granted retired pay. 

<e) The format for the notification Is 
In $ 86.3. Local reproduction of the no¬ 
tification format Is authorized. 

(f) In view of the restrictions on denial 
or revocation of eligibility for retired pay. 
as stated In paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 
tion. suitable controls and procedures 
shall be established to avoid errors, mis¬ 
calculations, misinformation, and erro¬ 
neous administrative determinations. 

(g) The notification shall be issued in 
the name of an official having general 
responsibility for administering the con¬ 
trols and procedures referred to in para¬ 
graph ff) of this section, and shall be 
authenticated by the handwritten signa¬ 
ture of the officer or employee imme¬ 
diately responsible for the determination 
of the eligibility of the member being 
notified. 

<h> The granting of retired pay to a 
person under Title 10, UB.C. is conclu¬ 
sive as that person's entitlement to such 
pay only if the payment of the retired 
pay is begun after the effective date of 
Public Law 89-652, October 14, 1966. 

(i) A notification that a person has 
completed the years of service required 
for eligibility for retired pay under Title 
10 U.S.C. Is conclusive as to the person's 
subsequent entitlement to such pay only 
if the notification is made after the 
effective date of Public Law 89-652, 
October 14.1966. 

g 86.3 Notification of eligibility for re¬ 
tired pay at age 60. 


Thla U to notify you that, having com¬ 
pleted the required year* of service, you wlU 
be eligible for reUred pay upon application 
at ago 60 In accordance with the provisions 
of Title 10, US. Code, chapter 67. Your 
eligibility for retired pay may not be denied 
or revoked on the basis of any error, mis¬ 
calculation. misinformation, or administra¬ 
tive determination of years of creditable serv¬ 
ice performed unless It resulted directly from 
fraud or misrepresentation on your part. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the number 
of years of creditable service upon which 


retired pay Is computed may be adjusted to 
correct any error, miscalculation, misinfor¬ 
mation. or administrative determination, and 
when such a correction is made you will be 
eligible for retired pay In accordance with 
the number of years of creditable service, as 
corrected, from the date retired pay is 
granted. 

Command line or____ 

(Name of official having 
general responsibility 
for issuance \ 

(Signature of authen¬ 
ticating officer or em¬ 
ployee) 

Mauiuck W. Roche. 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives Division, OASD(A), 

\FR. Doc. 67-4487; Filed. Apr. 24. 1907; 

8:45 a m | 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Chapter IV—Saint Lawrence Seaway 
Development Corporation 

PART 401—SEAWAY REGULATIONS 
AND RULES 


of minimum requirements and reduce 
their applicability from five to three cat¬ 
egories of vessels; 5 401.102-18 ion pro¬ 
peller direction alarms) to incorporate 
5 401.102-22 (on r.p.m. indicators) for 
prospective application to vessels over 
260 feet in length, as required equipment 
rather than recommended equipment. In 
the alternative; 5 401.102-19 (on septic 
tanks) to change the recommendation 
for •‘septic tanks" aboard vessels to a 
more inclusive recommendation for 
• sewage disposal systems"; 5 401.102-21 
(on rudder angle Indicators) and 1 401.- 
102-25 (on midship draft markings) for 
prospective application to vessels over 
260 feet in length as required rather than 
recommended equipment; and by delet¬ 
ing 5 401.102-22 (on r.pm. indicators); 
as follows: 

§ 101.102—9 Landing Ihxihh. 

Vessels In excess of 150 in overall 
length must be equipped with at least 
one adequate landing boom on each side. 

§ 401.102—13 Requirement* for moor¬ 
ing linen and wlnrhcft. 

Minimum requirements with respect to 
mooring lines and winches and with re¬ 
spect to the location of fairieads on ves¬ 
sels are as follows: 


Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments contained herein are 
of a miscellaneous nature and apply to 
Subpert B—Rule# of 33 CFR Part 401. 
The Saint Lawrence Seaway Develop¬ 
ment Corporation is acting Jointly with 
The St. Lawrence Seaway Authority of 
Canada In issuing these regulations, pur¬ 
suant to provisions of the Corporation's 
enabling act (33 UB.C. 981 et seq.). The 
present amendments were first published 
in the Federal Register on March 9, 
1967, in a notice of proposed rule making 
(32F.R. 3888-3890). 

Interested parties were permitted to 
submit written data, views, or arguments 
with regard to the proposed changes and 
no objections having been received, they 
are hereby adopted by the Corporation. 

Subpart B—-Rules of 33 CFR Part 401, 
as revised by 28 FJT, 3754-62 and 
amended by 29 FJt. 5034-35.30 F.R. 6580- 
81 and 31 F.R. 8062-64 are further 
amended as follow's: 

L The rules of Subpart B respecting 
Condition of Vessels, 55 401.102-1 to 
401.102-25, are amended by revising 
5 401.102-9 (on landing booms) to in¬ 
crease the length of vessels to which the 
requirement is applicable from 100 feet 
to 150 feet; 5 401.102-13 ton mooring 
lines and winches) to eliminate the table 

Taut k I— LocaTi 


(a) Vessels of 125 feet and less In 
overall length shall have at least two 
mooring lines or hawsers, one leading 
from the break of the bow and one from 
the quarter. Both lines may be led 
through closed chocks and may be hand¬ 
held. 

<b) Vessels In excess of 125 feet and up 
to 200 feet in overall length shall have 
four mooring lines, two of which (one 
leading forward from the break of the 
bow and one leading astern from the 
quarter, or one leading astern from the 
break of the bow and one leading for¬ 
ward from the quarter) must be power- 
operated from winches, capstans, or 
windlasses and must be led through a 
type of fairlcad acceptable to the Au¬ 
thority. The two remaining lines may 
be led through closed chocks and may be 
hand-held. 

(c> Vessels in excess of 200 feet in 
overall length shall have four mooring 
lines, w r hich must be power-operated 
from the main drums of adequate power- 
operated winches, and not from capstans 
or windlasses. All four mooring lines 
(tw'o leading from the break of the bow 
and two from the quarter) must be led 
through a type of fairlead acceptable to 
the Authority. 

<d> The following table sets out the 
requirements for the location of fairieads. 

or Farauun* 


Orontll length of ream) in fret 

For mooring Une« No® 1 and 2 

For mooring llnaa No®. 3 and 4 

200 to 300._ 

Over 300 to 400.,... 

Over a*) to 600 . 

Orrr 300 to flOQ_ 

Ornr 000 to 730. 

———r: 

IJftwwn 30 and Mt foot from t)» «t« bl . 
Between 40 and 100 feet from the flam 
Between 40 and 1 lofcet from the ttern 1 
Between SO and 130 fa* from tha atom.. 
Between 00 and 100 feet from the stem.. 

Between 30 and HO leet from the firm. 
Between 30and 110 feet from the stern. 
Between 80 and 130 feet from the stem. 
Between oo and lfiO feet from the Man. 
Between TO and 170 feet from the umi. 


and r.p.m. indicators. 

Effective January 1. 1969. vessels in 
excess of 200 feet In overall length shall 


be equipped with propeller direction and 
shaft r.p.m. indicators or visible and au¬ 
dible wrong-way propeller direction 
alarms located in the wheelhouse and the 
engine room. 
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§ 401.102—19 Sr*nice <ii*po*al avnleniA. 

Sewage disposal systems are strongly 
recommended for vessels not otherwise 
equipped with containers for ordures. 

§101.102—21 Huiidrr ancle indicator*. 

Effective January 1, 1968, vessels In 
excess of 260 feet In overall length shall 
be equipped with rudder angle Indicators 
located in the wheelhouse. 

§ 101.102-22 iDrlrtrd] 

§ 101.102-25 Midship draft marking*. 

Effective January l, 1969, vessels In 
excess of 260 feet In overall length shall 
be marked on both sides with midship 
draft markings. 

n. The rules of Subpart B respecting 
Radio Communications. 55 401.103-1 to 
401.103-8 are amended by revising 
5 401.103-3 (on location of stations) to 
designate the location of Station VDX22 
as ''Welland Canal Headquarters" In¬ 


stead of "Guard Gate. Welland Canal"; 
by deleting 5 401.103-6 (on calllng-in 
upon leaving at Montreal > and calllng- 
ln-polnts Nos. 4 and 2 under 5 401.103-7 
(on calllng-ln-pointe) for downbound 
vessels, to eliminate unnecessary mes¬ 
sages contributing to radio congestion; 
as follows: 

§ '101.103—3 Loralion of Mation*. 

The Seaway stations are for vessel 
traffic control purposes only, and are lo¬ 
cated as follows: 

VDX20 Upper Bcnuharnolx Lock (Dispatch 
Area No. 1). 

KEF Bsenhowpr Lock (Dispatch Area Mo. 
2 ). 

VDX21 Iroquois Lock {Dispatch Area No. 3) . 
VDX22 Welland Canal Headquarters (Dis¬ 
patch Area No. 4). 

§ 401.103-6 | Dr fried ) 

6 101.103-7 Calling-in point*. 


1 towntwini] vsskU 


Dispatch are* 


Station call 
ffen 


No. 16—Tl>re# Milo Falmay flaoy—off Port Colbornp Harbor - Lak* F.rh 
(ardt r of turbine threutrh r*(nUlsticd here). 

No. 14—MaUlsad—Kalnsay buoy—St. Lvnsw HI vet.. 

No. 11—Cardinal—f*t. I.awnnrr River (Order of pacing ttirvugh rUuMMhi'd 
beer). 

No. 10— Bradford Island -Uitltl No. 71—Lake fct. Latrrttx*. 

No. V— Richard* Point—Light No. 6S— Lak* St. Lotrrrnrr (order of parting 
through OrtaMMiad Ueve). 

No. 0— Poftitc Monition— Pier Light No «3P—Lakr St. Fmariv 

No. 3—Bntxanoa Co Hoaiihonuus Canal— Buoy No. 24 F—Lak t # I. I’s»nrj» 
(tinier of paminv through established here). 


No. 4 .. ... 

VDX22. 

No. S 

vnxst. 


VPX3I 

No. 1 .. 

KEF 

No, 2. . 

KEF 

No. 1 

VDXJ0 

Ml l 

VOX 20. 


nL Rules of Subpart B respecting 
Transit Instructions, 55 401.104-1 to 401.- 
104-48, are amended by revising 5 401.- 
104-15 (on the limit of approach to a 
lock) to provide a reference to all signs 
Identifiable as marking the limit of ap¬ 
proach, Including abbreviations, lights or 
symbols; and 5 401.104-30 (on turning 
basins) to redescribe and reflect the en¬ 
largement of turning basin (b) in the 
Welland Canal; as follows: 

§ 401.I04— 1 15 Limit of approach to a 
lock. 

The stem of a vessel approaching a lock 
or guard gate shall not pass the indicated 
sign signifying the limit of approach un¬ 
til the signal light at the lock shows 
green. 

§101.104-30 Turning bit*in*. 


Welland Canal: 

(a) Opposite St Catharine* Wharf for 
veeoela up to 350 foot. 

(b) Between Lock 7 and Bridge 9 far vea- 
eels up to 600 feet. 

(e) Three thousand feet south of Bridge 12 
for veaecl* up to 600 feet. 

(d) North of Lock No. 8 for vessel* up 
to 550 feet 


IV. Rules of Subpart B respecting 
Dangerous Cargo. 55 40L105-1 to 401.- 
105-8, are revised in full, to provide pro¬ 
cedural and operational requirements for 
carriage of dangerous cargoes in the Sea¬ 
way by vessels considered to be in an ex¬ 
plosive category; and separate require¬ 
ments for the carriage of dangerous car¬ 
goes of a class and in quantities In ves¬ 
sels considered to be in a hazardous 
category; as follows: 


Dangerous Cargo 
§401.103-1 Lencrul condition*. 

Vessels carrying fuel oil. gasoline, crude 
oil. or other flammable goods in bulk, 
including empty tankers which are not 
gas free, and vessels carrying dangerous 
goods to which regulations made under 
the Canada Shipping Act, or to which 
the Dangerous Cargo Act of the United 
States of America or regulations issued 
pursuant thereto, apply, shall be deemed 
to carry dangerous cargo, and they may 
transit only if all requirements of the 
statutes and regulations cited and of 
55 401.103-2 to 401.105-11 have been 
fulfilled. 

§ 401.103-2 Expletive vc**cl. 

A vessel carrying— 

(a) Explosives with a mass explosive 
risk. Including ammonium nitrate when 
it falls into this classification; or 

(b) More than 10 tons of explosives 
which do not explode cn masse; or 

(c) More than 100 tons of explosives 
having a fire hazard with minor or no 
explosive effects 

shall be deemed for Seaway purposes to 
be an Explosive Vessel. 

§101.103-3 E*plo*he* permit* 

An explosive vessel shall not transit 
without a Seaway Explosives Permit. 

§ 401.105—4 Application for permit. 

Written application for a Seaway Ex¬ 
plosives Permit may be made to the Di¬ 
rector of Operations. The 6t. LowTence 
Seaway Authority. Cornwall. Ontario, or 
to the Chief Engineer. Saint Lawrence 
Seaway Development Corporation. Mas¬ 


se na. N.Y., and It shall show that the 
goods are packed, marked, labeled, de¬ 
scribed. certified, stowed, and otherwise 
conform with all relevant regulations of 
the country in which they were loaded 
and of Canada and the United States 
of America. 

§ 101.103—5 Prudurtaon of nplmim 
permit. 

A signed copy of a Seaway Explosives 
Permit and a true copy of any certificate 
as to the loading of dangerous goods 
shall be kept onboard a vessel in transit 
and mode available to any officer requir¬ 
ing production of same. 

§ 101.103-6 llAMrdoukrnrpi 

A tanker vessel carrying fuel oil. gaso¬ 
line, crude oil, or other flammable goods 
in bulk. Including tankers which are not 
gas free, and also a dry cargo vessel car¬ 
rying other dangerous cargo, which Is: 

(a> In excess of 50 tons of gases, com¬ 
pressed. liquified or dissolved under 
pressure; 

<b) In excess of 50 tons of inflam¬ 
mable liquids of the low flashpoint 
group; 

<c> Tn excess of 50 tons of organic 
peroxides; 

(d) In excess of 100 tons of oxidizing 
substances; 

(e> In excess of 100 tons of inflam¬ 
mable liquids of the intermediate flash¬ 
point group; 

(ft In excess of 100 tons of inflam¬ 
mable solids or spontaneously combus¬ 
tible substances; 

(g) In excess of 100 tons of substances 
omitting Inflammable gases when wet; 

(h) In excess of 100 tons of poisonous 
(toxic) substances; 

(1) In excess of 100 tons of infectious 
substances; 

(j) In excess of 200 tons of corrosive 
substances; or 

ik) In exce&s of 500 tons of inflam¬ 
mable liquids of the high flashpoint 
group. 

shall be deemed for Seaway purposes to 
be a Hazardous Cargo Vessel. 

§101.103-7 Non metal lie fcmler*. 

An explosive vessel and a hazardous 
cargo vessel must be equipped with a 
sufficient number of nonmetaliic fenders 
to prevent any metallic part of the vessel 
from touching the side of a dock or lock 
wall. 

§ 10I.10S-B Signal* — raplomc se**el. 

An explosive vessel must display at the 
masthead or at an equivalent, conspicu¬ 
ous position, a Flag by day and a 
red light by night, both visible all around 
the horizon for a distance of at least 2 
miles. 

§ 401.105-9 Signal*—lt.i/*rtlmis cargo 
vcaaeL 

A hazardous cargo vessel must display 
at the masthead or at an equivalent, con¬ 
spicuous position, a "B" Flag superior to 
numeral pennant No, 1 by day and a red 
light by night, both visible all around the 
horizon for a distance of at least 2 mile*. 
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8 401.103—10 Calling.tn. 

An explosive vessel shall report the 
Seaway Explosives Permit number, and 
both explosive and hazardous cargo ves¬ 
sels shall report the nature of their 
cargo. In addition to the other required 
information, when calllng-in as provided 
by H 401.103—4 and 401.103-5. 

§401.103—11 Safely restriction* for 
panning through. 

The passing through of explosive ves¬ 
sels and hazardous cargo vessels may bo 
directed in a special manner by the of¬ 
ficer In charge. 

V. Part n of 5 401.120-1 (Preclearance 
Form) is revised to provide more com¬ 
plete information as to required and 
recommended equipment for vessels; as 
follows: 

§401.126-1 Prrfli'aranrf fornt. 

• • • • • 

Part IT—Information oh Veastu. 

The furnishing of inoccurat' Information 
Is an offense under the regulations 

1. Managing Owner or Operator of the Ves¬ 
sel: 

(a) Name of Company_ ..... 

<b) Address_............___ 

2. Type of Vessel: 

(A) Cargo. □ 

(b) Tanker__□ 

<c) Passenger only__ Q 

(d) Cargo/Passenger_Q 

(more than 12 passengers) 

(e) Cargo/Passenger__ Q 

(under 12 passengers) 

(f) Under tow..___....... □ 

(g) Dredge-n 

(h) Scow . q 

Barge.. □ 

Tank Barge_ n 

dl Tug. q 

(J) Naval (MIL)..□ 

(k) Government ___□ 

(l) Other (specify)_Q 

3. Type of service for which constructed: 

(a) Inland_......_Q 

(b) Ocean_ q 

4. Specifications: 

(a) Gross Tons_ 

(b) Not Tons....._........_I 

(C) Length (overall)..21 

(d) Extreme breadth (Including fenders). 

Nor*: It U of the utmost Importance to 
furnish the precise overall length of all ves¬ 
sels In order that traffic controllers may ar¬ 
range lockages accordingly. 

5. Machinery: 

(a) Steam .........__ 

(b) Diesel__21 

(c) Turbine ...___21 

Is vessel fitted with— 

(a) Adjustable pitch propeller? 

VesD NoQ 

(b) Bridge control? YesQ NoQ 
(o) Oyro compass? YesQ NoQ 

(d) Oily-water separator? YesQ Nod 

(e) Radar? YeaQ Nod 

(f) Rudder angle Indicator? Yesd Nod 

(g) Sewage disposal system? Yesd NoQ 

(h) Stern anchor? YesQ NoQ 

(1) Wrong way propeller direction alarm? 
YeaQ Nod 

(08 SUt. 02-07, 33 U3C. 081-000. aa 
amended) 

Saint Lawrence Seaway De¬ 
velopment Corporation, 
[seal] Joseph H. McCann, 

Administrator , 

[F-R. Doc. 07-4505: Filed. Apr. 24. 1007; 
8:40 am.] 


Title 46—SHIPPIN6 

Chapter I—Coast Guard, Department 
of Transportation 

SUBCMAPTER H—PASSENGER VESSELS 
| COFR 07-21] 

PART 70—general provisions 

part 80—disclosure of safety 
standards 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

1. Public Law 83-777, approved No¬ 
vember 6. 1366. added paragraph? (b) 
and (c) to section 362 of Title 46. U S. 
Code (H.S. 4400, as amended). On and 
after May 6, 1967, this law requires 
under certain conditions the disclosure 
of safety standards of foreign and U.8.- 
flag passenger vessels that nre 100 gross 
tons or over having berth or stateroom 
accommodations for 50 or more passen¬ 
gers. The disclosure of safety standards 
must be in accordance with the regula¬ 
tions In tills document and designated 46 
CFR Part 80. These regulations imple¬ 
ment section 362 of Title 46. UJ3. Code, 
and are also effective May 6. 1967. 

2. A notice of proposed rule making 
setting forth the proposed regulations on 
disclosure of safety standards of passen¬ 
ger vessels and the announcement of a 
public hearing by the Merchant Marine 
Council were published in the Federal 
Register of February 22. 1967 (32 F.R, 
3153-3155). The written comments sub¬ 
mitted at or prior to the public hearing 
and the oral comments made at the Mer¬ 
chant Marine Council Public Hearing 
held March 20, 1967, were considered and 
are identified In the record as Item 
FH 13-67. A number of comments sub¬ 
mitted were not responsive to the pro¬ 
posals. but In effect objected to the new 
statutory requirements. Other com¬ 
ments raised hypothetical questions with 
respect to application or administration 
of the law and Implementing regulations. 
Due to the nature of such comments, no 
actions could be taken with respect 
thereto. 

Appli cation, 3. The amendments to 
46 CFR 70.05-1 and 70.05-3 in this doc¬ 
ument clarify the application of the pas¬ 
senger vessel regulations with respect to 
the addition of 46 CFR Part 80. These 
changes are based on the description in 
46 CFR 80.05-1 and 80.05-3. 

Safety information . 4. It Is the intent 
of the regulations In 46 CFR Part 80 to 
inform all who are subject thereto as to 
what needs to be done without obtaining 
prior approval or clearance from the 
Coast Guard. In response to comments 
received, changes were made in 46 CFR 
80.10-1, 80.10-10, 80.10-15, and 80.10-20. 
The Important change was to provide In 
4 80.10-15 for a short safety Informa¬ 
tion statement for those UJS.-flag vessels 
built subsequent to May 26. 1936. 

Promotional literature or advertising . 

5. A number of comments recommended 
that the phrase "promotional literature 
or advertising" be considered in the 
alternative rather than an all inclusive 
descriptive term. These comments were 
not accepted. The term "promotional 


literature or advertising” is deemed to 
be an all Inclusive description. 

Details of information printed or 
spoken . 6. The intent of the regulations 
is to have the safety information when 
printed, to be readable, easily identified 
and readily recognized. The safety In¬ 
formation In a television broadcast shall 
be spoken regardless of whether or not 
It is made available as a part of the pic¬ 
ture transmitted. The printing of safety 
Information statements in certain types 
of promotional literature or advertising 
is cover ed in a new paragraph designated 
46 CFR 80.10-20 (e). 

Civil penalties. 7. The provisions of 
section 362 of Title 46. UB. Code, provide 
for civil penalties to be applied when vio¬ 
lations of the law and regulations in 46 
CFR Part 80 may occur. The navigation 
and shipping laws have provided for the 
assessment, mitigation, or remission of 
civil penalties in cases of alleged viola¬ 
tions. The regulations describing the 
procedures are set forth in 46 CFR 2.50 
and the same procedures will be utilized 
In the enforcement of the regulations in 
this document. If a person, organiza¬ 
tion. or company objects to the Coast 
Guard’s findings of a violation of law or 
regulations and the assessment of a civil 
penalty by the Coast Guard and refuses 
to pay the civil penalty assessed, then 
the matter Is referred to the Department 
of Justice for appropriate action. If the 
penalty is not paid, the case may be tried 
in the U.S. District Court having juris¬ 
diction in a civil trial de novo. A refer¬ 
ence to these procedures has been added 
to 46 CFR 80.26-1. 

Regulations promulgated and effective 
dates. 8. By virtue of the authority 
vested in me as Commandant. U.8. Coast 
Ouard, by section 632 of Title 14, U.S. 
Code, and Department of Transportation 
Order 1100.1 delegating authority to pre¬ 
scribe regulations under laws transferred 
by subsection 6(b)(1) of the Department 
of Transportation Act, the following ac¬ 
tions are ordered: 

A. The vessel Inspection regulations in 
46 CFR Chapter I shall be amended in 
accordance with the changes and addi¬ 
tions in tills document. 

B. The regulations in this document 
shall be effective on and after May 6, 
1967. 

C. On and after November 2. 1968, the 
safety information based on 8 80.10-10 
shall show whether or not the particular 
passenger vessel meets the 1966 fire safety 
requirements. 

D. Promotional literature or advertis¬ 
ing printed, filmed, or electronically re¬ 
corded prior to May 6. 1967. or con¬ 
tracted for prior to that date, mny be 
used without the safety information re¬ 
quired by 46 CFR Part 80 until January 
31,1968. 

E. All promotional literature or ad¬ 
vertising printed, filmed, or electron¬ 
ically recorded and disclosed or utilized 
after January 31, 1968. shall contain the 
safety information required for the spe¬ 
cific passenger vessel by 46 CFR Part 80. 

Subpart 70.05—Application 

9. Section 70.05-1 Is amended by add¬ 
ing a paragraph (b) reading as follows: 
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§ 70.0S-1 U.S.-flu, ««wl» »ubjrrt lo the 

rrquirrnirnt* of ihU (ubrlmpirr. 

• • • • • 

<b> The requirements for notification 
of safety standards to prospective pas¬ 
sengers apply to every domestic passen¬ 
ger vessel of 100 gross tons or over hav¬ 
ing berth or stateroom accommodations 
for 50 or more passe nr ere as set forth 
in Part 80 of this subchapter. The re¬ 
quirements for safety information In 
promotional literature or advertising 
apply to such passenger vessels only on 
International ocean voyages and UJ5. 
domestic ocean voyages. 

10. Section 70.05-3 is amended by re¬ 
vising the introductory text of para¬ 
graph (a)* but not Table 70.05-1 <a> and 
the subparagraphs thereunder, the in¬ 
troductory text of paragraph <b>. but 
not the subparagraphs thereunder, and 
by adding a new paragraph <d>, which 
read as follows: 

§ 70.0.V3 Foreign v resell* Mibjrct lu ihr 
requirement* of this »ulM'liaptcr« 

ca) Except as specifically noted in 
paragraph <b> of this section, Parts 70 
to 78. inclusive, of this subchapter shall 
be applicable to the extent prescribed 
by law to all foreign vessels of the fol¬ 
lowing classifications indicated in col¬ 
umn 4 of Table 70.05-1 »a) that are 100 
gross tons or over: 

• • • • • 

(b) The provisions of Parts 70 to 78. 
inclusive, of this subchapter shall not be 
applicable to those foreign vessels cov¬ 
ered by paragraph (a) of this section 
which are: 

• • • • • 

<d> The provisions of Part 80 of this 
subchapter regarding disclosure of safe¬ 
ty standards shall apply to foreign pas¬ 
senger vessels of 100 gross tons or over 
having berth or stateroom accommoda¬ 
tions foT 50 or more passengers, as well 
os to the owners, operators, agents, or 
any persons involved in offering passage 
or soliciting passengers or selling passage 
on such vessels, when such vessels em¬ 
bark passengers at U-S. ports: or for 
such vessels on International ocean voy¬ 
ages anywhere in the world for which any 
offers of passage or soliciting of passen¬ 
gers is made by or through promotional 
literature or advertising In or over any 
medium of communication within the 
United States 

(RS. 4405. m amended. 4402. as amended: 
46 UJBC. 375. 416 Interpret or apply RS. 
4309. as amended. 4400, as amended. 4421. as 
amended. 4426. as amended. 4453, as amend¬ 
ed. 4488. as amended, sec. 10. 35 Slat. 428. 
as amended. 41 Slat 305. as amended, sec. 
5. 40 Stat. 1384. as amended, secs. 1. 2. 40 
Slat. 1544. 1546. as amended, sec. 17. 54 Suit. 
166. as amended, sec. 3, 64 6ut. 347. as 
amended, sec, 3. 70 Slat 152. sec. 3. 68 8t*t. 
075; 46 UR.C 361. 362. 404, 399, 435. 481. 366. 
305. 363. 367. 526p, 1333. 300b. 50 UR.C. 108; 
BO. 11230 July 31, 1065. 30 PR 0671. 3 CFR. 
1965 Supp Deportment or Transporta tion 
Order 1100.1. dated Mat. 81. 1867. 40 CFR 
14(a)(2). 33 FJt. 5606) 

11, Subchapter H la amended by In¬ 
serting after Part 78 the following new 
Part 80: 


Subport 80.01—Authority and Purpose 


Sec. 

8001-1 

Purpose. 

80.01-5 

Authority 

80 0*5 1 

Subport 80.05 — App’Motion 

Passenger vessels embarking pas¬ 

00.05-3 

sengers at UR. ports. 

Promotional literature or adver¬ 

80 05-10 

tising 

Companies, organUaUons. and per- 


sons. 

Sub pari 80.10—Oitdotute of Pcmonger Vo**el 
Information 

80 10 1 Oeneral. 

80.10- 3 Notification oX safety to prospec¬ 

tive pasaen germ. 

80 10 5 Promotional literature or adver¬ 
tising Information requirements 
for international ocean voyages 
and UR domestic ocean voyages. 

80.10- 10 Safety information requirements 

for passenger vessels other than 
UR. passenger va&iels engaged on 
voyages on UR. domestic inland 
and Great Lakes voyages. 

8016-15 Safety Information requirements 
for UR. passenger vessels en¬ 
gaged on UR. domestic Inland 
and Great Lakes voyages. 

80.10 20 Details of Information required to 
be printed or spoken. 

Subpori 80.20—P«nolfi«i 

80 20 1 Civil penalty assessed. 

Aimioarrr: The provisions of this Part 80 
Issued under RR. 4400, as amended; 46 UR.C. 
362. Department of Transportation Order 
1100 1. dated March 31. 1067; 40 CFR 1.4(a) 
(2). 32 FJt 5606 

Subpart 80.01 —Authority and 
Purpose 

§ 80.01-1 Purpose. 

(a) The purpose of the regulation* in 
this part Is lo require the disclosure of 
safety standards of passenger vessels and 
to specify the manner In which the dis¬ 
closure shall be made. 

§ 80.01-5 Authority. 

(a) The regulations In this part re¬ 
garding disclosure of safety standards 
of passenger vessels interpret or apply 
section 362 of 46 U.8. Code <R.S. 4400. 
as amended). 

Subport 80.05 —Application 

§ 80.05—1 PuMcnitfr vwvU embarking 
puftMftger* at U.S. port*. 

ta> The regulations in this part apply 
to passenger vessels of 100 gross tons or 
over having berth or stateroom accom¬ 
modations for 50 or more passengers and 
embarking passengers in: 

(1) The United States: 

<2> The Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico: 

(3) The Virgin Islands; or, 

<4> Guam: and; 

On one or more of the following type 
voyages; 

(i) International voyages; 

(fi) u.S. domestic ocean voyages; 

(ill) Voyages on the Oreat Lakes; or 
<iv> Coastwise voyages, including those 
voyages conducted solely on UJS. inland 
waters. 


§ 80.05—3 Promotional literature or ad¬ 
vertising. 

fa) All promotional literature or ad¬ 
vertising in or over any medium of com¬ 
munication within the United States of¬ 
fering passage or soliciting passengers for 
international ocean voyages anywhere in 
the world and for U-S. domestic ocean 
voyages shall comply with regulations in 
this part. 

§ 80.05- 10 t AintpjiiiM'*. organization*, 
and prr*4m*. 

(a) Owners, operators, or agents of 
passenger vessels subject to this part, or 
persons offering or selling passage on 
either a foreign or VB -flag passenger 
vessel shall be governed by applicable 
regulations in this part. 

Subpart 80.10—Disclosure of Pas¬ 
senger Vessel Information 

§80.10-1 General. 

(a) All information required by tills 
subpart or furnished voluntarily by or in 
any means of communication shall be 
accurate and factual. Owners and op¬ 
erators of passenger vessels subject to 
this part shall furnish the required in¬ 
formation to agents or persons offering 
or selling passage on foreign or U.S. 
passenger vessels subject to this part. 

fb> Agents or persons offering or sell¬ 
ing passage by or through any medium 
shall be deemed to have complied with 
this section If they repeat the informa¬ 
tion furnished them by the owner or 
operator of the vessel on which they offer 
or sell passage. 

§ 80.10—3 Notification of Nifrty to pro- 
&prrti*r |M*«rngere» 

<a> Every prospective passenger shall 
be given a notification of safety for the 
passenger vessel on which such person 
desires to sail which will Inform him of 
the safety standards which the vessel 
does or does not meet. Tills informa¬ 
tion shall be furnished by the owner, op* 
era tor. or agent selling passage on the 
vessel and shall Include all the informa¬ 
tion required by 8 80.10-10 or 6 80.10-15 
as appropriate and shall be furnished 
In writing to each prospective passenger 
at or prior to his purchase of passage. 

<b> This notification of safety shall be 
furnished separately from any promo* 
tlonal literature or advertising used 

§ 80.1U-5 Promotional literature nr ad¬ 
vertising in formal ton requirement* 
for internalional ocean voyage* and 
8A domestic ocean voyage*. 

(a) All promotional literature or ad¬ 
vertising in or over any medium of com¬ 
munication offering passage on/or so¬ 
liciting passengers for specific vessels, 
voyages or cruises on international ocean 
voyages and UJS domestic ocean voyages 
shall include all the information required 
by this part. 

Note: This requirement shall be appli¬ 
cable on and alter May 8. 1067; however, all 
promotional literature or advertising printed, 
filmed or electronically recorded prior to 
May 6. 1067, or contracted for prior to that 
date, may be utilized until January 81. 1068. 
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g 80.10—10 Safely information require¬ 
ment* for paoenger vc**e!» other 
than U.S. pataenger ni^ucnl 

on H»yngr* on U.S. ilomeMir inland 
and Great lake* voyage*. 

(a) Information required for notifica¬ 
tion to a prospective passenger and for 
promotional literature or advertising in 
or over any medium of communication 
shall be as set forth In this paragraph. 
Select appropriate parenthetical word, 
phrase or date which accurately de¬ 
scribes the vessel. Wording in brackets 
may be used but will not be required until 
November 2, 1968. 

(1) For vessels meeting 1948 or 1960 
International Convention for the Safety 
of Life at Sea (SOLAS) standards for 
new vessels: 

SArrrr Invoomation 

The —-registered in 

(Name) 

...---..._meets International 

(Country) 

Safety Standards tor new ship* developed 

in - ((and meets) 

(1048) (i960) 

(but does not meet) the 1966 fire safety 
requirement*]. 

(2) For vessels in which the huli t decks 
and deckhouses (except isolated deck¬ 
houses containing no accommodations) 
are of steel or aluminum and which sub¬ 
stantially comply with all other safety 
standards of the 1948 or 1960 SOLAS 
Convention for new vessels: 

SArrrr Intoxm ation 

The --registered in 

(Name) 

---—-—-——......... substantially meets 

(Country) 

In ter national Safety Standards for new ships 

developed in____..... [ (and 

(1948) (1960) 

meets) (but does not meet) the 1966 Are 
safety requirements). 

(3) For vessels not Included in sub- 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of this para¬ 
graph: 

The-----..... registered in 

(Name) 

--- (meets Interna- 

(Country) 

tionai Standards for new ships developed In 
1929) (does not meet any International 
Safety Standards developed as a result of an 
International Convention). Vessel's hull Is 
of (combustible) (Incombustible) material. 
Vessel's decks are of (combustible) (Incom¬ 
bustible) material. Vessel's deckhouses am 
of (combustible) (incombustible) material. 
Vessel's structural bulkheads are of (com¬ 
bustible) (Incombustible) material. Inter¬ 
nal partitions are of (combustible) (incom¬ 
bustible) (both combustible and incombusti¬ 
ble) materials. An automatic sprinkler sys¬ 
tem (Is) (is not) fitted in passenger living 
and public spaces. |The vessel (meets) (does 
not meet) the 1966 fire safety requirements]. 

(b) Additional factual Information 
regarding a passenger vessel’s safety may 
be added separately from the required 
Information. 

(c> Descriptive information as to hull 
structure and partitions of identical ma¬ 
terials may be consolidated. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

§ 80.10—15 Safety information require¬ 
ment* for U.S. !»R*»cnffrr vchm?!* en¬ 
gaged on U.S* domestic inland and 
Great Isike* voyage*. 

(a) Information required for notifica¬ 
tion to a prospective passenger shall be 
as set forth in this paragraph. Select 
appropriate parenthetical word, phrase, 
or date which accurately describes the 
vessel. 

(!) For vessels built on or after May 
26. 1930: 

Savxtt iNrotaiATior 

The ........ meet! US. Co just Guard 

(Name) 

standard* for vessels built In__ 

(Year) 

(2) For vessels built prior to May 26. 
1936: 

SArrrr Invommaxioh 

The ........--meet* US. 

(Name) 

Coast Guard standards for a vessel built to 
-— regulations for inland waters. 

(Year) 

Vessel's decks am of (combustible) (Incom¬ 
bustible materials. Vessel's deckhouses ore 
of (combustible) (incombustible) materials. 
Vessel's structural bulkheads are of (com¬ 
bustible) (tnoombustlble) materials- In¬ 
ternal partitions are of (combustible) (In¬ 
combustible) (both oombustible and Incom¬ 
bustible) materials. An automatic sprinkler 
system (Is) (Is not) fitted in passenger living 
and public spaces. 

(b) Additional factual information re¬ 
garding a passenger vessel's safety may 
be added separately from the required in¬ 
formation providing it is not misleading 
to a prospective passenger. 

<c) Descriptive information as to hull 
structure and partitions of identical ma¬ 
terials may be consolidated. 

§ 80.10-20 Detail* of information re¬ 
quired to 1 m* printed or tpoken* 

(a) The information concerning any 
passenger vessel required by this section 
on all printed promotional literature or 
advertising, including notifications, shall 
be In the same wording and format as 
set forth in ft 80.10-10 or ft 80.10-15. as 
applicable. 

(1) The word "text” as used in this 
section means any portion of the printed 
matter, including any heading, wherein 
voyage or vessel description Is made. 

(b) Information disclosed on any type 
of electronic communications shall be 
spoken in the same wording and format 
os required by the applicable ft 80.10-10. 

(c) The wording and format In 
printed media, as required by the appli¬ 
cable ft 80.10-10 or ft 80.10-15, shall meet 
the following minimum requirements: 

(1) The safety information statement 
shall be in at least the same size type as 
the body of text but in no event smaller 
than 6 point American point system. 

(2) The heading ‘'Safety Informa¬ 
tion “ shall be in all caps, bold face type 
of a size at least as large as that used In 
the statement itself. 


13) The safety information heading 
and text shall be separated from other 
portions of advertisement, promotional 
literature, notifications, etc. by at least 
a double spacing or a box ruling. 

(d> In promotional literature or ad¬ 
vertising listing 2 or more passenger ves¬ 
sels, the safety Information may be var¬ 
ied from that required by ft 80.10-10 for 
each vessel to eliminate unnecessary 
repetition, so long as it is clear what 
standards each vessel meets. This may 
be done by inserting in the list of vessels 
appropriate footnote or asterisk refer¬ 
ence after each vessel and in the safety 
information text have corresponding In¬ 
formation which will be easily under¬ 
stood. 

(e) In the brochures, pamphlets, 
schedules, etc.. It is only necessary that 
the safety information for each vessel 
named therein be given once in each pub¬ 
lication. Appropriate references shall 
be made as to where the safety Informa¬ 
tion statement may be found for each 
vessel. For example, in a book or pam¬ 
phlet the safety Information statements 
for all vessels named therein may be 
printed on one page and the table of con¬ 
tents and notes throughout the text 
where the vessels are named may refer 
to such page and thereby eliminate re¬ 
peating the safety information statement 
for each vessel on each and every page; 
or if the reference to safety Information 
statements for all passenger vessels is 
noted prominently on the cover as to the 
page or place on which printed therein, 
the reference or notes about safety in¬ 
formation with each vessel named may 
be omitted. 

Subpart 80.20—Penalties 
§ 80*20-1 Civil penalty a»»e*M*<l* 

(a) For each violation of regulations 
in this part, the owner, operator, agent, 
or other person involved shall be subject 
to a civil penalty of not more than $10,000 
for which the vessel on which passage 
U to be sold shall be liable. If tickets are 
sold, the owner, operator, agent, or any 
other person involved In each violation of 
regulations in this part shall also be sub¬ 
ject to a civil penalty of $500 for each 
ticket sold for which the vessel on which 
passage is sold shall be liable. 

<b) Procedures for assessment, mitiga¬ 
tion, or remission of civil penalties in 
Subpart 2*50 in Part 2 of Subchapter A 
(Procedures Applicable to the Public) of 
this chapter will be followed in handling 
violations of regulations in this part. 
Dated: April 20.1967. 

W. J. Smith. 

Admiral , US. Coast Guard , 
Commandant. 

(P.R. Doc. 67-4548; Filed, Apr. 24, 1067; 

8:50 am.) 
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Chapter IV—Federal Maritime 
Commission 

SUiCHAFTTR B—REGULATIONS AFFECTING MAR¬ 
ITIME CARRIERS AND RELATED ACTIVITIES 

|Oen*ral Order 4, Arndt. 10; Docket No. 

0G-31) 

PART 510—LICENSING OF INDEPEND¬ 
ENT OCEAN FREIGHT FORWARDERS 

Subpart B—Duties and Obligations 

Oceangoing Common Carriers and Per¬ 
sons Snipping por Own Account; 

Postponement or Effective Date 

On October 22, I960, the Commission 
published final rules In this proceeding 
in the Federal Register (31 F.R. 13650) 
effective 30 days after date of publication. 

The effective date of the amendments 
to a 510.22(a). 510.23(f). and 510.24 <a) 
and (f) was subsequently further post¬ 
poned pending the Commission's disposi¬ 
tion of petitions for reconsideration 
thereof. 

By Federal Register publication of 
March 7. 1967 (32 F.R. 3774). the peti¬ 
tions for reconsideration were denied and 
the amendments were to become effective 
30 days after publication of the notice 
of denial. 

New York Freight Forwarders and 
Brokers Association. Inc., has petitioned 
the U.S. Court of Appeals. District of 
Columbia Circuit, for review of the same 
four amendments, and for an interlocu¬ 
tory injunction suspending the effective¬ 
ness of the amendments pending review 
by the Court. 

To enable the Court to consider and 
rule on the above-mentioned motion for 
interlocutory Injunction before such Ume 
ns the rules were to become effective, the 
effective date of the amendments to 
$5 510.22(a). 510.23(f), and 510.24 <a) 
and <f> was further postponed to April 
20. 1967 ( 32 FJl. 5457; Apr. 1. 1967). 

On April 14. 1967. the Court of Appeals 
ordered that the effectiveness of the 
Commission's order of October 22. 1966. 
Is stayed Insofar as it amends $ 510.22(a) 
of Title 46 of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations, pending Anal disposition by the 
Court of the petition for review or until 
further order of the Court. 

Therefore, the effective date of the 
October 22. 1966, amendment to I 510.22 
(a) of Title 46 Is postponed until further 
order of the Commission. 

Thomas List. 
Secretary . 

|FR. Doc. 67-4533; Filed. Apr. 24. 1907; 

8:48 am ) 

Title 36—PARKS, FORESTS. 
AND MEMORIALS 

Chapter I—National Park Service, 
Department of the Interior 

PART 6—MISCELLANEOUS FEES 
Yosemite National Park, Calif. 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by section 3 of 
the Act of August 25. 1916 (39 Stat. 535; 


16 UB.C. 3). €$ 6.2(b) and 6.4(c)(1) of 
Title 36 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions are amended as set forth below. 
The purpose of these amendments is to 
eliminate an unnecessary cross-reference 
to Part 7 of Title 36 CFR. and to clarify 
the wording of paragraph <c>, subpara¬ 
graph < 1) of } 6.4, Title 36 CFR. 

Since the amendments make no sub¬ 
stantive change in the applicable fees, 
remove a restriction on size of trucks 
which is no longer necessary and other¬ 
wise eliminate unnecessary material, 
public comment thereon is deemed to be 
unnecessary and they shall become effec¬ 
tive immediately upon publication in the 
Federal Register. 

1. Section 6.2, paragraph (b) is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 6*2 Vehicle; miftccllancou*. 

• • • • • 

<b> Yosemite National Park. Motor 
vehicles driven or moved upon a park 
road In Yosemite National Park must be 
registered and properly display current 
license plates. Such registration may 
be with a State or other appropriate au¬ 
thority or. in the case of motor vehicles 
operated exclusively on park roads, with 
the Superintendent of the park. An an- 
ual registration fee of $6 will be charged 
for vehicles registered with the Super¬ 
intendent which are not connected with 
the operation of the park. 

2. Section 6.4, paragraph (c). subpara¬ 
graph (I) is amended to read as follows: 

§ 6.4 Trucking permit*. 

• • • • • 

(c> Yosemite National Park. (1) The 
fees for special trucking permits Issued 
by the Superintendent In emergencies 
pursuant to paragraph (b) of 9 5 6 of this 
chapter shall be based on the licensed 
capacity of trucks, trailers, or semi¬ 
trailers, as follows: 

45 for each too or fraction thereof. 

• • • • • 

(5 US.C. 553; 30 Stat. 535; 18 US.C. 8) 

Kenneth Holttm. 

Acting Secretary o/ the Interior. 

April 18.1967. 

I FJl. Doc. 67-4490; Filed. Apr. 24. 1007; 

8:45 a.m.| 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

(Docket No. 16940; FCC 07-493] 

PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table of Assignments, UHF Television 
Broadcast Channels; Knoxville, 
Tenn. 

Report and order. In the matter of a 
petition for amendment of the table of 
assignments for UHF television broad¬ 
cast channels tn i 73.606 of the Com¬ 
mission's rules and regulations to change 
the educational reservation In Knoxville. 


6399 

Tenn., from Channel 43 to Channel 15; 
Docket No. 16946, RM-975. 

1. The notice of proposed rule making 
herein proposed to amend I 73.606 of the 
Commission's rules, the Table of Tele¬ 
vision Assignments, to change the edu¬ 
cational reservation at Knoxville. Tenn., 
from Channel 43 to Channel 15. the low¬ 
est UHF channel assigned there (Chan¬ 
nels 6, 10-K 15. 26. and *43 are now 
assigned) The change was sought in a 
petition filed by South Central Broad¬ 
casting Corp. (South Central), licensee 
of WTVK on Channel 26. The peti¬ 
tioner filed brief comments In support 
of the notice proposal; no opposing com¬ 
ments were filed.’ In a letter supporting 
the petition (July 16. 1966) the Tennes¬ 
see Department of Education urged the 
reservation of the lowest UHF channel 
for educational use. and In a letter filed 
February 7. 1967. the Department of 
Broadcasting of the University of Ten¬ 
nessee supports the proposal, asserting 
the need for additional ETV service in 
this area even though an educational 
station on Channel 2 at nearby 8need- 
ville will soon be In operation. 

2. As mentioned in the notice, in the 
original assignments made to Knoxville 
In the sixth report and order of 1952, 
UHF Channels 20 and 26 wore assigned, 
with the lower (20) being reserved for 
education. Thus, as we pointed out in 
the notice, the reservation of Channel 15 
would more nearly approximate the 
alignment of channels previously as¬ 
signed. as between commercial and re¬ 
served assignments, and might also be of 
benefit to ETV by giving it a low channel 
position, one in between VHP and com¬ 
mercial UHF stations. 

3 Wc are of the view that, for reasons 
mentioned in the notice, the proposal 
would serve the public interest and 
should be adopted. In view of the fore¬ 
going. and pursuant to authority con¬ 
tained in sections 4<l) and 303<r) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amend¬ 
ed. effective May 29. 1967. f 73.606 of the 
Commission's rules, the Table of Tele¬ 
vision Assignments, Is amended to read 
as follows with respect to Knoxville. 
Tenn.: 

City Channels 

Knoxville. Tenn_ 0.10 4*. *15.20 —. 43 

No tx: Offsets for Channels 15 and 43 will 
be eupplled in a further order. 

4. It is further ordered. That, this pro¬ 
ceeding Is terminated. 

(Secs. 4. 303. 40 Stat., as amended 1006. 1082; 
47 US.C. 154. SC3) 

Adopted: April 19. 1967. 

Released: April 20,1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 1 

f seal 1 Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

(Fit. Doc. 07-4534; Filed. Apr. 24. 1907; 

8:48 om.| 


1 An opposition to the petition, advancing 
various arguments, was died by Olympic 
Broadcasting Company, then an applicant 
for Channel 16. This application (BPCT- 
3070) was dismissed August 30. I960, at the 
applicant's request. Its arguments therefore 
need not now be discussed. 

1 Chairman Hyde absent. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Lower Souris National Wildlife 
Refuge, N. Dak. 

The following special regulation is Is¬ 
sued and is effective on date of publica¬ 
tion In the Federal Register. 

§ 33.5 Special regulation*; sport fall¬ 
ing; for individual wildlife refuge 
arena. 

North Dakota 

LOWER SOURIS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing on the Lower Souris Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge. N. Dak.. Is per¬ 
mitted only on the areas designated by 
signs as open to fishing. These open 
areas, comprising 900 acres or 8 percent 


of the total water area of the refuge, are 
delineated on a map and described In a 
leaflet available at the refuge headquar¬ 
ters and from the office of the Regional 
Director. Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, 1006 West Lake Street. Minne¬ 
apolis. Minn. 55408. Sport fishing shall 
be In accordance with all applicable State 
regulations subject to the following spe¬ 
cial condition: 

(1 > The open season for sport Ashing 
on the refuge extends from May 6. 1967. 
through September 14. 1967. daylight 
hours only. The provisions of this spe¬ 
cial regulation supplement the regula¬ 
tions which govern fishing on wildlife 
refuge areas generally which are set forth 
in Title 50. Part 33, and arc effective 
through September 14.1967. 

Jerald J. Wilson. 

Refuge Manager . Lower Souris 
National Wildlife Refuge , 

Upham.N. Dak . 

Aimul 18.1967. 

IP.B. Doc. 67—4488: Wed. Apr. 24. 1967; 

8:46 a.m.| 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Pari 1002 ] 

(Docket No. AO 71-A461 

MILK IN NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY 
MARKETING AREA 

Partial Decision on Proposed Amend¬ 
ments to Tentative Marketing 

Agreement and Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag¬ 
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.8.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketin g ag reements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900>, a public hearing 
was held at New York City on July 19-23. 
and August 3-27, 1965, and at Syracuse. 
N.Y., on July 26-29. 1965. pursuant to 
notice thereof issued on June 11, 1965 
(30 P.R. 7839). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg¬ 
ulatory Programs. Consumer and Mar¬ 
keting Service, on January 19. 1967 (32 
Pit. 807; F.R. Doc. 67-784) filed with the 
Hearing Clerk, U.8. Department of Agri¬ 
culture. his recommended decision con¬ 
taining notice of opportunity to file writ¬ 
ten exceptions thereto. 

The material Issues, scope of proposals, 
findings and conclusions, rulings, and 
general findings of the recommended de¬ 
cision (32 F.R. 807; PH. Doc. 67-784) are 
hereby approved and adopted and are set 
forth In full herein subject to the follow¬ 
ing modifications: 

1. A paragraph is added after the list¬ 
ing of material Issues. 

2. Under the subheading “1. Basis for 
continuation of payments.” the first par¬ 
agraph is changed. 

3. Under the subheading "(a) The 
problem for cooperatives 

<a) The fifth paragraph is changed 
and a new paragraph is added thereafter. 

(b) A sentence is added to the 10th 
paragraph. 

(c) A change is made in the penulti¬ 
mate paragraph and the last paragraph 
is deleted. 

4. All of subheading **(b) Modification 
of provisions” is deleted and new ma¬ 
terial is substituted therefor. 

5. All of subheading M (c) The “4 th 
cent” plant facilities payment” is deleted. 

6. The rulings on proposed findings 
and conclusions and general findings 
arc deleted. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing were: 

1. Whether the basis for *uid rates of 
payment from the producer-settlement 
fund (commonly referred to as ”co¬ 
operative payments”) to qualifying 
cooperatives to perform specified serv¬ 


ices of benefit to producers on a market¬ 
wide basis should be modified or revoked. 

2. Whether a nonprofit cooperative 
council or foundation should be author¬ 
ized by the order to perform some or ail 
the marketwide services referred to 
under (1) above, in lieu of their perform¬ 
ance directly by individual cooperatives 
or cooperative federations through co¬ 
operative payments. 

3. Whether the order should provide 
for marketing service deductions, as 
authorized by section 608c(5ME) of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937. as amended, from payments to 
individual producers who arc not re¬ 
ceiving specified marketing services 
from a cooperative association In order 
that the specified services may be per¬ 
formed by the market administrator on 
behalf of such producers. 

4. Whether appropriate provisions 
should be adopted by which the market 
administrator would guarantee 80 per¬ 
cent of the payment due any producer 
from any handler who defaults on pay¬ 
ment for milk delivered by such producer 
In any month, such guarantee of pay¬ 
ment to be financed by increasing the 
producer-settlement fund reserve pend¬ 
ing collection from the defaulting 
liandlcr. 

With respect to material Issue No. 1, 
this is a partial decision. The hearing 
should be reopened to receive further 
evidence on the basis for determining the 
amount of the payments to be made, the 
particular services appropriately per¬ 
formed for such payments, and the man¬ 
ner in which such payments should ac¬ 
crue to cooperatives and federations. 

Scope of the proposals . Thirteen pro¬ 
posals were submitted by interested par¬ 
ties for hearing. Such proposals were 
sponsored by (1) Eastern Milk Producers 
Cooperative Association, (2) Interstate 
Milk Producers Cooperative. (3) New 
England Milk Producers Association. (4) 
Milk Dealers Association of Metropolitan 
New York et al., (5) Poster et al.. a group 
of New York-New Jersey market pro¬ 
ducers. (6) Lehigh Valley Cooperative 
Milk Producers Association, (7) 8unny- 
dale Farms, (8) The Dairy Farmers of 
America. Inc.. (9) Northeast Dairy Co¬ 
operative Federation, and (10) Dairy¬ 
men's League Cooperative Association. 
Inc. 

Of the 13 proposals submitted, 8 would 
terminate cooperative payments. The 
first four proponents listed above would 
accompany termination of cooperative 
payments with adoption of "marketing 
service” provisions, as authorized by 
section 608c(5)(E) of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended, for producers not members of 
a cooperative which performs the speci¬ 
fied services. One proposal would estab¬ 
lish a cooperative council in lieu of the 
present method of cooperative payments. 
The remaining five proposals called for 


relatively minor modifications in the 
rates of cooperative payments or in the 
basis of performance required for such 
payments, or order revisions not directly 
related to cooperative payments. 

During the course of the hearing, a 
number of suggestions for revising the 
basis for and rates of payment were of¬ 
fered by certain public witnesses (faculty 
members of nearby universities) who 
have knowledge of and some association 
with the problems of marketing in the 
New York-New Jersey milkshed and in 
the supply areas of other nearby fluid 
milk markets. 

Of the three present recipients of coop¬ 
erative payments, one was opposed to 
continuation of the payments. 

In opposing the payments, this coop¬ 
erative contended that the objectives set 
out for them in the Hcdlund Report (in¬ 
cluded in testimony of the 1953 hearing) 
and in the Secretary's 1953 decision have 
not been fulfilled. It contended that 
cooperative payments have failed to (1> 
promote the effectiveness of cooperative 
organizations. (2) increase membership 
in cooperatives, and (3) Improve the rep¬ 
resentation of producers* Interests within 
the milkshed. It contended further that 
the present program of cooperative pay¬ 
ments has resulted in suspicion of coop¬ 
eratives. 

The other two cooperative groups re¬ 
ceiving cooperative payments, one a fed¬ 
eration of cooperatives, supported con¬ 
tinuance of the present program of pay¬ 
ments with some modifications. 

One proposed change would give an 
additional ("5th”) cent to cooperatives 
or federations operating plants which 
handle 25 percent of their member milk 
and perform standby and milk “balanc¬ 
ing” services. This payment to operating 
cooperatives would be made for the han¬ 
dling of daily, weekly, and seasonal sur¬ 
pluses of supplies 

Supporting testimony for the present 
system of cooperative payments con¬ 
tended that the sheer size and longevity 
of the program calls for an overwhelm¬ 
ing showing by its opponents of failure 
In substantial degree before a sufficient 
case is made to justify revoking the pay¬ 
ments and that no such showing can be 
mAde. Proponents also stressed the 
“uniqueness" of the New York market 
as evidenced by the numerous Issues 
and problems which have been the sub¬ 
ject of hearings since the present coop¬ 
erative payment plan was adopted in 
1953 (from October 1953 to the present 
there were 21 hearings, 12 suspension 
actions and three proposed termina¬ 
tions) and alleged that the many order 
changes required bear out the Secre¬ 
tary's 1953 finding of need for active 
producer participation in milk hearings. 
They stated, for example, that without 
financing from cooperative payments, 
the cooperatives would not have been 
able to carry out the tremendous amount 
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of order activity required to expand the 
order into Upstate New York and North¬ 
ern New Jersey in 1957. 

In addition to responding to changes 
In marketing conditions by proposing 
order amendments, the proponent co¬ 
operatives pointed out that they have 
responded by modifying their coopera¬ 
tive structure and operations. 

In support of the proposed additional 
cent of cooperative payments for oper¬ 
ating cooperatives, a proponent testi¬ 
fied that the Secretary’s 1953 decision 
found that “operation of marketing 
facilities*’ is at least partly associated 
with performance of standby and bal¬ 
ancing services to accommodate varia¬ 
tions in Class I sales and reserve re¬ 
quirements and the seasonal and cyclical 
variations in milk deliveries by pro¬ 
ducers. 

Reference was made to this propo¬ 
nent’s plant at Oneida. N.Y., which is 
designed for this purpose. Proponent 
stated that while the Oneida operation 
has achieved a low cost of operation 
“this extremely low level of plant cost is 
not enough to enable the Oneida plant 
to operate on a sound financial basis 
performing the needed service to all pro¬ 
ducers under Order No. 2 in processing 
the milk into butter which proprietary 
handlers no longer want because of the 
high Class III price under Order No. 2. M 
Pointing out that currently combined 
earnings available at its Oneida and 
Fort Plain plants to cover first plant 
handling charges of the supplying 
(member) cooperatives will not average 
more than 10 cents per hundredweight, 
it was contended that “another 10 cents 
of earnings, or a total of 20 cents, is 
necessary to keep this kind of market¬ 
wide service operation on a sound finan¬ 
cial basis. Another cent in cooperative 
payments on Northeast’s milk would 
provide the extra 10 cents in earnings/* 
Also, that standby balancing service is 
needed “to keep the present Class HI 
prices livable/* 

The other proponent of cooperative 
payments supported the present pro¬ 
gram. maintaining that an impressive 
record has been made by producers 
under the program. Among the accom¬ 
plishments attributed to cooperative 
payments were several major activities 
of the cooperatives since the 1953 hear¬ 
ing. including major order amendments, 
negotiation of superpool premiums and 
legal defense of the order provisions. 
The only substantial change from the 
current order provisions suggested by 
this proponent was provision for regular 
meetings of cooperatives under the 
chairmanship of the market adminis¬ 
trator. The purpose of these meetings 
would be to establish a coordinated pro¬ 
gram of marketwide services to be 
undertaken by qualified cooperatives or 
federations. 

Several public witnesses from nearby 
land-grant universities generally sup¬ 
ported continuing some form of coopera¬ 
tive payments. They emphasised that 
the payments had afforded an effective 
program of order activities and producer 
education In the market which had 
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tended to consolidate and strengthen 
the cooperatives. 

Some of these witnesses were par¬ 
ticularly apprehensive about completely 
eliminating cooperative payments. One 
testified that ending the program prob¬ 
ably would cripple the order activity and 
educational programs of the coopera¬ 
tives. Another predicted that eliminat¬ 
ing the program would “splinter** the 
cooperative federation into smaller, less 
effective organizations. 

Among the suggestions made by 
various public witnesses to improve the 
present provisions were the following: 

(1) Establish a producers' market 
service committee to plan and arrange 
for needed long-term research as a 
supplement to work of cooperatives. 

(2) Require that member dues be in- 
cre^ed gradually to match cooperative 
payments In order to encourage higher 
levels of performance and further stimu¬ 
late member Interest. 

(3) Require dues to cover those ex¬ 
penditures by cooperatives which benefit 
only member producers. 

(4) Increase pay menu to operating 
cooperatives for manufacturing facili¬ 
ties to insure continuous outlets for 
surplus milk. 

(5) Reduce the payment related to 
operation of plant facilities. 

(6) Reimburse cooperatives only for 
expenditures on order activities and 
educational and informative services. 

(7) Limit payments to the cost of the 
services. 

(8) Provide certain technical revisions 
to make the provisions more effective. 

One such witness opposed the con¬ 
tinuation of cooperative payments be¬ 
cause the cooperatives “put too much 
emphasis on maintaining capacity and 
meeting formal requirements”. If co¬ 
operative paymenu were retained, he 
would limit the payment to one cent, to 
be made only to a cooperative which 
represents a majority of all producers 
under the order. 

New York-New Jersey handler objec¬ 
tions and testimony were directed to the 
increase in the cost of the payment from 
the originally estimated amount of $25 
per producer in 1953 to $66 per producer 
in 1964 and an alleged lack of control 
on use of the monies by the cooperatives. 
As to the latter point, they complained 
particularly of the financing with co¬ 
operative payment monies of a coopera¬ 
tive manufacturing facility (the Oneida 
plant) and contended this plant com¬ 
petes with handlers In the sale of Its 
milk products. Handlers questioned the 
propriety of Investing cooperative pay¬ 
ments in this facility and to certain 
other activities of cooperatives which, 
they contend, do not havo significant 
benefit for nonmember producers. 

A group of individual producers In the 
New York-New Jersey market opposed 
cooperative payments, alleging that the 
nonmember producer is opposed to being 
compelled to support an organization he 
doesn’t wish to Join and to receive mar¬ 
ket information from groups who are 
competing among themselves to gain ad¬ 
vantages for members. Also, that the 
present cooperative payments are too 


costly to the nonmember producer In 
relation to services received. 

These producers proposed as a sub¬ 
stitute for cooperative payments a mar¬ 
keting service program for nonmembers 
or, in the alternative, a ''foundation” to 
conduct research and educational activi¬ 
ties In behalf of all producers. Under 
the committee, or foundation, plan for 
providing marketing services of an infor¬ 
mational and educational character, 
major cooperative organizations, unaffll- 
lated, or nonmember, producers, the 
smaller cooperatives, and representatives 
from the land grant colleges within the 
milkshed would take part in deciding the 
activities to be conducted. 

Certain cooperatives primarily en¬ 
gaged In marketing under other Federal 
orders registered objections to the pres¬ 
ent payments program in the New York- 
New Jersey market. One such coopera¬ 
tive with some members In the New 
York-New Jersey market contended that 
such members receive no benefit from 
cooperative payment services and at 
times the activities of cooperatives re¬ 
ceiving the payments may even be dis¬ 
advantageous to its members. This co¬ 
operative pointed out that the blend 
price to its member producers in the 
market is reduced to the extent of about 
$50,000 per year in total by the payments. 
It was stated that this represents double 
cost for services to member producers 
since their own cooperative performs all 
the services specified by the cooperative 
payment provisions. 

Other opposition testimony, offered by 
cooperatives primarily associated with 
other markets, stressed that <1> all the 
marketwide services required to be per¬ 
formed by the New York-New Jersey 
cooperatives to be eligible for cooperative 
payments are similarly performed by co¬ 
operatives in other markets out of mem¬ 
bership dues; <2) the conditions of the 
New York-New Jersey market are not 
significantly more complex as to diversity 
of operations, handler specialization, 
pricing formulas, or other marketing cir¬ 
cumstances so as to warrant cooperative 
payments In New York-New Jersey but 
not In other markets; (3) contrarily re¬ 
gional marketing conditions are becom¬ 
ing of Increasing significance in solving 
producers’ marketing problems in the 
New York-New Jersey mllkahed; (4) 
contrary to cost of services, the rate of 
payment increases as the size of the coop¬ 
erative of federation Increases: <5> mem¬ 
bership growth of cooperatives is not 
encouraged, and (6) cross-soli citation of 
producers among cooperatives is exces¬ 
sive under the present payments. 

Two proponents for revocation of the 
payments did not appear to testify in 
support of their proposals. 

Another proposal submitted by a New 
York-New Jersey cooperative group was 
considered but it is not directly related 
to cooperative payments. This proposal 
would set up a reserve fund to pay pro¬ 
ducers who fail to receive full payment 
for their milk from handlers. The fund 
would be financed by Increasing the 
monthly deductions from the blend price 
for the producer-settlement fund reserve 
from 8-9 cents to 8 5-9.5 cents per hun- 
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dredweight. The market administrator 
would be required to make every possible 
effort to collect from the defaulting han¬ 
dler on behalf of the reserve fund, This 
proposal is the subject of separate dis¬ 
cussion below (issue 4), 

Findings and conclusions. The fol¬ 
lowing findings and conclusions on the 
materia] issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

X. Basis for continuation of payments. 
Certain activities of cooperatives arc 
necessary to effective operation of the 
regulatory program and consequently 
benefit alike those producers who are 
not members of cooperative associations 
as well as those who are members. Since 
the inception of the original order in 
the New York Metropolitan market in 
1938, qualified cooperatives have received 
some amount of payments from the pool 
to finance services of this kind. By this 
means, the costs of performing such 
services have been shared proportion¬ 
ately by members of such cooperatives 
and by other producers on the market 
who are not their members. Under the 
present structure of the market, some 
payment to qualified cooperatives from 
the producer-settlement fund should be 
continued to encourage the efficient per¬ 
formance of such marketwide activities 
and services. 

(a) The problem for cooperatives. 
The New York mllkshed has had a long 
and. at times, turbulent history of pro¬ 
ducer organization and cooperation. 
During the decade following World War 
I. one cooperative could claim the mem¬ 
bership of most of the producers in the 
milkshed. During this period, collective 
bargaining between producer coopera¬ 
tives and handlers was frequently used 
as the method of determining milk prices 
and the concept of classified pricing, 
similar to that now used in the order, 
often was accepted as the basis of such 
negotiation. Then, faced with a weak¬ 
ening market and an unwanted accumu¬ 
lation of milk supplies, some cooperatives 
began to operate surplus handling 
facilities. 

As the economic pressures of the De¬ 
pression became more acute, splintering, 
disunity and even animosity among pro¬ 
ducer groups became commonplace. In 
such an atmosphere of conflict and con¬ 
fusion among producers, the various co¬ 
operative associations found a tenuous 
unity of purpose in the effort which cul¬ 
minated in adoption of the present reg¬ 
ulatory program. 

Once established, the New York-New 
Jersey order may appear to many to be 
an automatic operation. Moreover, be¬ 
cause all producers receive a uniform 
price, the need for expenditure of time 
and money to protect and promote pro¬ 
ducer interests under the order becomes 
even less apparent to the individual pro¬ 
ducers. especially as the establishment of 
a uniform price improves marketing con¬ 
ditions. As a result many producers do 
not participate in the hearings on order 
changes and do not give even limited 
support to cooperatives that perform the 
important function of fostering the in¬ 
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terests of producers In connection with 
the milk order program. 

In the presence of the order, a major 
part of the work of cooperatives mani¬ 
fests Itself in order-related activities. 
The benefilts which result affect all pro¬ 
ducers. member and nonmember alike. 
Por example, cooperative efforts to raise 
the level of Class I prices because of 
changed marketing conditions, if suc¬ 
cessful. affects the uniform price received 
by all producers. 

In the absence of some means of shar¬ 
ing the costs Involved, the whole burden 
of providing these services to ail pro¬ 
ducers falls on the members of the co¬ 
operatives that undertake these tasks. 
Relevant statutes indicate the Congres¬ 
sional Intent to foster the growth of 
cooperatives, not to place them at dis¬ 
advantage. 

Payments to qualified cooperatives for 
the performance of marketwide services 
have long been utilized In this order as 
the means for encouraging the develop¬ 
ment and maintenance of producer rep¬ 
resentation in the regulatory process and 
at the same time correcting any inequi¬ 
ties in this regard to producers who are 
cooperative members. This is consistent 
with stated Federal public policy to en¬ 
courage cooperatives, and in fact con¬ 
tinues to be necessary. 

Moreover, it is the responsibility of 
the States of New York and New Jersey to 
foster and promote cooperative associa¬ 
tions. These States have in effect mar¬ 
keting orders which are Identical and 
concurrent with the Federal marketing 
order. The New York State Department 
of Agriculture and Markets Law* states 
44 • * • that it is the policy of this state 
to promote, foster and encourage the in¬ 
telligent and orderly marketing of milk 
through producer owned and operated 
cooperative associations • • •". The 
New Jersey State Department of Agricul¬ 
ture Law states 44 • • • It is hereby de¬ 
clared to be in the public Interest and the 
public policy of this State to establish 
and support the right of any producer to 
Join voluntarily and belong to coopera¬ 
tive associations ••••*. 

The Act requires that order amend¬ 
ments must be based on the record of a 
hearing at which all interested parties 
have an opportunity to be heard. More¬ 
over, effective participation requires that 
such interested parties have intimate 
knowledge of current marketing condi¬ 
tions so that their testimony may be 
timely and informed. It is not realistic 
to expect that in light of the diverse 
interests present among producer groups 
they will always agree on the proper solu¬ 
tion to Important issues. It is impera¬ 
tive, however, that effective spokesmen 
of the various producer groups can ac¬ 
tively participate in hearings in order 
that all viewpoints may be given due con¬ 
sideration in the search for a suitable 
solution of marketing problems. Insofar 
as proprietary Interests are concerned, 
the handlers, although relatively small 
In number, are always well represented 
in order hearings and activities. This 
hearing provides eloquent evidence of 
handler representation. 
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Milk price regulation is faced with con¬ 
stantly changing conditions. To cope 
with such changes, hearings are fre¬ 
quently required to consider order 
amendments and at other times the sus¬ 
pension or termination of order provi¬ 
sions is necessary. In the decade and 
a half preceding this hearing, order 
changes were made on 60 different occa¬ 
sions, The issues dealt with In amend¬ 
ment healings are generally complex and 
records of the hearings are voluminous. 
For example, the record of tills hearing 
Included 4,506 pages and 177 exhibits. 

Effective representation at order hear¬ 
ings is both time consuming and expen¬ 
sive. Few of the nearly 40.000 producers 
are able to attend the many lengthy 
hearings, nor will testimony in behalf of 
producer interests carry adequate weight 
In the absence of suitable supporting 
data and analysis. The limited re¬ 
sources of the individual producer do not 
permit him to maintain the necessary 
staff and facilities to keep abreast of cur¬ 
rent marketing conditions, be informed 
on the complex and changing field of 
milk marketing, initiate requests for con¬ 
sideration of amendments deemed to be 
in the interest of producers, or to prepare 
and present the detailed analysis that 
often is necessary. While the means of 
individual producers are too limited to 
provide for effective participation In 
hearings and other order-related activi¬ 
ties, organizations of producers can and 
do provide the vehicle for pooling of the 
resources needed for this purpose. 

A relatively large producer cooperative 
whose membership is drawn from the 
whole milkshed tends to represent a cross 
section of order producers. The market¬ 
wide nature of the order is thus recog¬ 
nized. The existence of several such or¬ 
ganizations further Insures that any 
divergent producer views will have ample 
opportunity to find capable expression In 
the order process. Without large and 
broad-based producer organizations, 
however, this valuable expression of the 
view's of the producers would be lost to 
the order program. 

Effective efforts by cooperatives on be¬ 
half of the interests of producers require 
lieavy expenditures of time and money. 
On past experience personnel trained in 
economics, law, public relations, field 
services, and other specialities are all 
needed to provide the basis for alert. 
Independent, and informed expression of 
the producer viewpoint. Under some 
circumstances the expertise and facilities 
provided by ownership and management 
of cooperative milk processing facilities 
provide a basis for specialized mar¬ 
keting knowledge. Maintenance of an 
adequate technical staff and facilities 
can be supported only by substantial 
producer organizations Under the pres¬ 
ent provisions, payments are made from 
the producer-settlement fund to qualified 
producer organizations that maintain 
adequate size, personnel and facilities to 
perform the needed services. 

The qualified cooperatives have per¬ 
formed the marketwide services required 
by the order in the past. These services 
include: <1) Analyzing milk marketing 
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problems and their solutions, conducting 
market research and maintaining cur¬ 
rent Information as to all market de¬ 
velopments. preparing and assembling 
statistical data relative to prices and 
marketing conditions, and making an 
economic analysis of all such data; (2) 
determining the need for the formula¬ 
tion of amendments to the order and 
proposing such amendments or request¬ 
ing other appropriate action by the Sec¬ 
retary or the market administrator in 
the light of changing conditions; (3) 
participating in proceedings with respect 
to amendments to the order, including 
the preparation and presentation of 
evidence at public hearings, the submis¬ 
sion of appropriate briefs and exceptions, 
and also participating, by voting or 
otherwise, in the referenda relative to 
amendments; (4) participating in the 
meetings called by the market adminis¬ 
trator, such as meetings with respect to 
rules and regulations Issued under the 
order, including activities such as the 
preparation and presentation of data at 
such meetings and briefs for submission 
thereafter; (5) conducting a compre¬ 
hensive education program among pro¬ 
ducers—i.e.. members and nonmembers 
of cooperatives—and keeping such pro¬ 
ducers well informed for participation 
in the activities under the regulatory 
order and, as a part of such program, 
issuing publications that contain rele¬ 
vant data and information about the 
order and its operation, and the dis¬ 
tribution of such publications to mem¬ 
bers and, on the same subscription basis, 
to nonmembers; and (8) under certain 
circumstances, the operation of market¬ 
ing facilities. 

The basic conclusion reached In the 
decision of 1953 that cooperative pay¬ 
ments to qualified cooperatives or federa¬ 
tions of cooperatives for marketwide 
services rendered by them Is as sound 
and applicable today as in 1953. The 
record clearly demonstrates the continu¬ 
ing need for such payments in this mar¬ 
ket. The record also Indicates that some 
modification of the cooperative payment 
provisions should be made. However, 
the evidence and facts in the record with 
respect to the delineation of marketwide 
services for which payment should be 
made, the amount of such payment, and 
its allocation among cooperatives and 
federations were not fully developed and 
are deemed insufficient to support a re¬ 
vision of the earlier decision in these 
respects. 

Hence, in the public interest. It Is 
deemed necessary that the hearing be 
reopened for the limited purpose of re¬ 
ceiving any additional pertinent evidence 
upon which a full and comprehensive 
reexamination of the marketwide activi¬ 
ties and services for which cooperative 
payments are being made and a precise 
determination of the methods and the 
amounts to be paid for such services. 
The duly authorized representatives of 
the States of New York and New Jersey 
concur In this conclusion and have urged 
that the hearing be reopened on these 
matters. Two of the cooperatives re¬ 
ceiving the payments have also requested 
the reopening of the hearing. 


The proceedings are. therefore, re¬ 
opened and a notice of hearing shall be 
issued promptly, fully advising all in¬ 
terested parties of the time and place of 
the reopened hearing during which any 
and all additional pertinent evidence 
which may bear upon and assist in find¬ 
ings and conclusions relative to these 
unresolved issues may be received. 

The hearing will not be reopened with 
respect to the following issues and find¬ 
ings and conclusions hereinafter set forth 
with respect thereto. 

<b) Modifications of provisions. (1) 
The member dues requirements (a pre¬ 
requisite for receiving payment) on co¬ 
operatives belonging to a federation 
which receives payment should be 
changed. 

The present cooperative payment pro¬ 
visions require that to be qualified to 
receive payments a cooperative must col¬ 
lect at least 1-cent-per-hundredweight of 
milk as dues from Its producer members. 
As stated In the 1953 decision, this re¬ 
quirement was intended as a safeguard 
against a cooperative’s depending upon 
the cooperative payments to finance ac¬ 
tivities that are not marketwide in char¬ 
acter. In the case of federations, how¬ 
ever. the dues so collected by their mem¬ 
ber cooperatives have been retained by 
the individual member cooperatives. 
Thus, cooperative payment funds rather 
than member dues have generally been 
used to support the organizational struc¬ 
ture of the federation Itself. 

In continued pursuit of the objective 
that the members of the cooperatives 
should finance activities not of market- 
wide character, the member minimum 
dues requirement should be continued at 
not less than 1-cent-per-hundredweight 
of member producer milk. In the ag¬ 
gregate this rate of dues will yield about 
$800,900 to the qualified associations. 
The dues requirement should be modified, 
however, to provide that, in the case of a 
federation of cooperatives, dues of not 
less than 1-cent-per-hundred weight of 
their member milk shall be paid by mem¬ 
ber cooperatives to the federation to be 
used as the federation deems necessary 
to promote the Interests of the member 
cooperatives and their respective pro¬ 
ducer members. 8ince such a require¬ 
ment represents a burden of organiza¬ 
tional support the member cooperatives 
have not previously had, a higher mini¬ 
mum rate than I cent is not proposed. 

It is not intended by the latter require¬ 
ment. however, that a federation should 
be precluded from returning a portion of 
its dues back to its member cooperatives 
to perform certain member and organiza¬ 
tional services. The main point is that 
the federation should receive its basic 
financing from its members and have au¬ 
thority to dispose of the funds so re¬ 
ceived as necessary in the Interest of the 
entire organization. 

<2> The order should be amended to 
provide that for participation in the pro¬ 
gram a cooperative (Including its affili¬ 
ates) or a federation have as members at 
least 15 percent of the total producers in 
the market. 

A basic need In this market met by 
the cooperative payment provisions Is 


encouragement of the efficient perform¬ 
ance of the specified producer services. 
There are about 40.000 producers in the 
market, 28,000 of which belong to co¬ 
operatives. To perform the services, a 
cooperative must be able to reach Into 
important segments of the milkshed and 
have wide representation among pro¬ 
ducers. Because of the size of the mar¬ 
ket and milkshed. only large organiza¬ 
tions are in this position. 1 

Two cooperatives expressed strong dis¬ 
approval of the impact of the present 
cooperative payment provisions on their 
respective memberships supplying the 
market. Neither of these associations 
has the minimum 4.000 producers to 
qualify for payments other than on a 
federated or affiliated basis, but both said 
that they are capable of keeping their 
members informed on order matters and 
providing them representation on order- 
related activity. These cooperatives 
complained thAt even though they are 
performing such services their producer 
members are required, under present 
provisions, to support the major New 
York-New Jersey cooperatives through 
having the blend price reduced by coop¬ 
erative payments to the extent of an 
average 2.4 cents per hundredweight. 
The cooperative which has the larger 
number of members supplying the New 
York-New Jersey market stated that the 
cost to such member producers amounts 
to about $50,000 per year. 

Continuing payments to cooperatives 
differentiated on the basis of size, how¬ 
ever. is essential to promote efficiency In 
the use of the funds and give recognition 
that only large cooperatives with wide 
coverage of tlie milkshed are in position 
to provide for producers generally the 
types of services here Involved. 

Prior to the 1953 amendments which 
established the minimum producer mem¬ 
bership qualification of 4.000 producers 
there were 77 different associations which 
received cooperative payments. The 
adoption of this minimum qualification 
for a 2-cent-per-hundredweighfc pay¬ 
ment plus the extra 1-cent payment for 
an organization of 6.000 producers, has 
resulted, over the years, in three large 
organizations in the market being quali¬ 
fied for the payments. This obviously 
minimizes duplication of effort in the 
performance of marketwide services. It 
also assures that each qualified organiza¬ 
tion represents a substantial proportion 
of the producers In the market. 

Currently there are about 110 indi¬ 
vidual cooperatives in the market, most 
of which are represented by the three 
large qualified producer groups each hav¬ 
ing at least 6.000 producers. In the ab¬ 
sence of maintaining such minimum-size 
standard as one of the criteria for pay¬ 
ments. the present large groups in the 
market could be split into smaller groups 
with resulting loss of efficiency in per¬ 
forming order-related services. More¬ 
over. encouraging cooperatives to work 
through large organizations results in 


1 Few Federal order markets have u many 
u 6.000 producers, while 6,000 producers rep¬ 
resent only 16 percent of all producers In the 
New York-New Jersey market. 
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the producers themselves resolving many 
of the problems of the milks bed. The 
provisions should continue to encourage 
large organizations. 

In this connection, the provisions 
should be modified to accommodate the 
cooperative ‘'affiliations’' which have de¬ 
veloped in the market. Under the cur¬ 
rent provisions an individually qualified 
cooperative may contract with a federa¬ 
tion authorizing the federation to receive 
the payments. During the period that 
the current provisions have been in effect, 
large qualified cooperatives have devised 
an affiliation program (other than fed¬ 
eration) whereby other smaller coopera¬ 
tives may join in order to undertake 
collective action to perform services on 
a formal and continuing basis. 

For the purpose of providing the mar¬ 
ketwide services for which payments are 
made such affiliations are substantially 
equivalent to a federation. A cooperative 
which is affiliated with another coopera¬ 
tive thus should be eligible to apply for 
payments based on the combined mem¬ 
bership. Payments should be made on 
the basis of such aggregate membership 
provided this arrangement meets quali¬ 
fying requirements similar to those ap¬ 
plicable to a federated type of organi¬ 
zation. Thus, cooperatives with less than 
6,000 producers may participate In this 
marketwide program of services by either 
affiliating or federating with other co¬ 
operatives so engaged. 

Certain of the public witnesses at the 
hearing suggested that the minimum 
producer number requirement be con¬ 
verted into a percentage of producers 
supplying the market. Over the years 
there has been a substantial reduction 
In the number of producers in the mar¬ 
ket. This is a trend that is taking place 
primarily due to changing technology 
wrhich results tn fewer but larger farm 
production units. It can be expected 
that this trend will continue for some 
time at least. It is appropriate, there¬ 
fore, that for participation In the pro¬ 
gram the cooperative (including Its affil¬ 
iates) or federation have as members at 
least 15 percent of the total producers in 
the market (approximately 0.000). 

2. Cooperative foundation or commit¬ 
tee. and producer educational program . 
The proposal to establish and finance a 
foundation to perform and coordinate 
research, order activities and educational 
activities for producers should not be 
adopted. Neither should the proposals 
for a "Producers Market Service Com¬ 
mittee" nor a comprehensive producer 
education program under the auspices of 
the market administrator be adopted. 

A cooperative foundation was proposed 
by seven producers as an alternative to 
a marketing service program. Its spe¬ 
cific purposes would be to (1) engage in 
reasearch activities under Order No. 2. 
(2) present research results and recom¬ 
mendations for order amendments at 
hearings, and (3) educate producers with 
respect to the foregoing. Under the 
mechanics suggested, specialists of coop¬ 
eratives with over 1.600 members would 
provide much of the "expertise" required 
to plan, coordinate, and. In some ln- 
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stances, carry out the work of the organi¬ 
zation. Nonmember producers and 
cooperatives with less than 1.000 mem¬ 
bers also would be represented within 
such organization by land-grant college 
staff members appointed by the Secre¬ 
tary. The association would be financed 
by a deduction of up to 1 cent from the 
producer-settlement fund. 

A public witness from a nearby land- 
grant university suggested a different 
type of organization called a "Producers 
Marketing Service Committee" to ar¬ 
range for long-term research on milk 
marketing problems. The committee 
would consist primarily of personnel 
from the qualified cooperatives. Its main 
functions would be to decide which re¬ 
search projects would be undertaken and 
to contract with research firms, land- 
grant colleges and. In some instances, 
cooperatives to have the work carried 
out. It would be financed by a 0.1-cent 
deduction from the pool. Proponent said 
the organization is needed because the 
qualified cooperatives, pressed by imme¬ 
diate problems, often do not have time 
to do long-term economic research. 

A dairy fanner witness who formerly 
headed up an educational program for 
a qualified cooperative suggested that the 
Secretary study the feasibility of estab¬ 
lishing a comprehensive educational pro¬ 
gram under the order. He recommended 
a broad program, supervised by the mar¬ 
ket administrator, covering the order, 
milk marketing and related matters. 
With sessions throughout the mllkshed, 
the program would be open to farmers 
and others Interested in the milk busi¬ 
ness. Proponent contended that this 
type program is preferable to the one- 
night educational programs commonly 
offered by the qualified cooperatives. 

It is not clear from the record what 
advantages would be gained from estab¬ 
lishing the foundation proposed by the 
seven producers to handle the specified 
activities. Proponent witness gave few 
particulars on the need for the organi¬ 
zation. He also said little about why 
the organization would be structured as 
proposed. Proponent witness Indicated 
that the foundation could research mar¬ 
keting problems "as well as" a major 
cooperative. 

Activities which the proposed founda¬ 
tion would engage in are currently being 
performed by the qualified cooperatives. 
The cooperatives maintain competent 
economic and legal staffs to carry out 
this work and to handle the business af¬ 
fairs of the individual organizations. 

The cooperatives meet from time to 
time on an informal basis to discuss and 
cooperate to the extent possible in the 
solution of market problems. As would 
be expected, differences in their organi¬ 
zations (bargaining vs. operating cooper¬ 
atives. etc.) often cause them to disagree 
on policy. However, on matters involv¬ 
ing the order this is often beneficial since 
the hearing evidence Is more likely to 
cover all aspects of major issues. 

None of the qualified cooperatives, 
which together represent some 70 per¬ 
cent of the producers, supported the 
proposals. In the absence of a showing 
of advantages not now available through 
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the activities of the individual coopera¬ 
tive groups who frequently join forces 
on matters of common interest, we do 
not find sufficient reason to compel the 
cooperatives to Join at this time In a 
formal foundation or council to carry 
out activities of a research and educa¬ 
tional nature as proposed by the seven 
producers. Neither should the organiza¬ 
tions proposed by the two other wit¬ 
nesses be established in view of the 
lack of more general producer support 
for them. If producers should decide 
that additional long-term research and 
a comprehensive education program 
would be beneficial, organizations similar 
to the ones proposed could be established 
and financed by the cooperatives out¬ 
side the scope of the order or the 
universities may be requested, as fre¬ 
quently in the past, to carry on research 
activity. 

3. Marketing service provisions . The 
proposals to introduce a marketing serv¬ 
ice program should not be adopted. 

Several of the eight proposals for the 
revocation of the cooperative payments 
section of the order suggested that this 
section be replaced with a marketing 
service program modeled after pro¬ 
grams in effect in many of the other 
federally regulated markets. The pro¬ 
posed program essentially would require 
a comprehensive system of verification 
for producers of weights, samples and 
tests of milk, in addition to the dis¬ 
semination of market information to 
producers. It was suggested that cali¬ 
bration and recalibration of farm bulk 
milk tanks might also be provided. 

Under the several propositions, co¬ 
operative members would be permitted 
to collectively undertake the verification 
And information activity deemed neces¬ 
sary. For those producers not receiving 
the requisite services by virtue of co¬ 
operative membership, the market ad¬ 
ministrator would be charged with the 
responsibility for instituting a suitable 
program. The cost of the nonmember 
program would be paid rom a separate 
fund provided by deductions to be made 
from the returns of the producers re¬ 
ceiving its direct benefits. 

The marketing service program has a 
different purpose from the cooperative 
payments program. The proposal is not 
designed to deAl with the need of pro¬ 
ducers in this mllkshed for Adequate 
representation In the market and regula¬ 
tory process, but is directed toward the 
limited tasks of disseminating market 
information and verifying weights and 
tests including bulk tank calibrations. 
That the latter named services have a 
different purpose does not mean neces¬ 
sarily that tney ore not useful nor that 
it may not be desirable that such a pro¬ 
gram be undertaken on behalf of pro¬ 
ducers in this mllkshed. But the 
program should be established only in 
response to a demonstration of real need 
for it. 

On the basis of the evidence presented 
at this hearing, a marketing service pro¬ 
gram is not warranted at this time In 
the New York-New Jersey mllkshed for 
several reasons: (1) A basic need for 
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additional market Information for pro¬ 
ducers was not shown; (2) the programs 
of verification of weights, samples and 
tests of nonmembers* milk carried on by 
several States that encompass the milk- 
shed appear to cover satisfactorily the 
milk marketed by producers under the 
order; (3) there does not appear to be 
sufficient Justification for a program of 
calibrating farm bulk milk tanks which 
essentially would be duplicative or sup¬ 
plemental to those efforts currently con¬ 
ducted by various States; and <4> several 
of the cooperatives presently receiving 
payments for marketwide services under 
the order are already providing some of 
the proposed services. 

There is little indication in the record 
that more market information needs to 
be provided for producers. The market 
administrator presently disseminates 
certain information to all producers on 
a regular basis. In addition, the quali¬ 
fied cooperatives are required under the 
cooperative payments provisions now in 
effect to make market information avail¬ 
able to all producers In the mllkshed 
whether they are cooperative members 
or not. Several sources of information 
therefore are readily available to all 
producers. 

The various States arc presently con¬ 
ducting an adequate program for check¬ 
ing the tests of producer milk. For ex¬ 
ample, New York State normally makes 
an annual check of the milk test of each 
producer. If necessary, rechecks are 
made every 2 months or once a month. 
Although a few producers indicated a 
desire for more frequent checking of 
their butterfat tests, there was no gen¬ 
eral dissatisfaction with the present 
program. 

The receipt of all milk in this milk- 
shed must be conducted by personnel 
that are licensed weighers and testers. 
The evidence given at the hearing pro¬ 
vides ample demonstration of the fact 
that the primary function of a check 
weighing and testing program is one of 
preventing inadvertent human errors in 
conducting and recording butterfat tests 
or in reading and recording milk weights. 
While the training associated with 
licensing in conjunction with the peri¬ 
odic checking system now used may not 
have eliminated such human failing, the 
evidence demonstrates a satisfactory 
degree of success. 

The evidence concerning the need for 
a program of checking farm bulk tank 
calibrations is not so conclusive. The 
current responsibility for calibration of 
tanks is apparently that of the County 
Scaler of Weights and Measures in most 
areas of the mllkshed. In some cases 
the press of other duties apparently pre¬ 
vents some of these officers from devoting 
sufficient time to tank calibration to 
adequately serve the need. But others 
do a prompt and suitable Job. 

Even in such cases where an official 
check of a bulk tank is not Immediately 
available, the producer shipping bulk 
milk has several checks available to him 
that are not open to a can producer. It 
is possible for him, if he so chooses, to 
buy or borrow a calibrated measure to 
make an unofficial check on his own. 


And he can make a daily check of the 
reading recorded by the driver of the 
truck picking up his milk. To this ex¬ 
tent he has a degree of assurance In the 
accuracy of his milk weights by virtue 
of the location of the weighing device at 
the farm. 

In view of the limited data in the 
record it is difficult to accurately assess 
the extent to which a supplementary 
means of checking bulk tank calibrations 
is needed. It is reasonable to assume, 
however, that the current need is not so 
great as .t was in other markets where 
conversion to bulk proceeded more 
rapidly and at an earlier date. More 
available knowledge on calibration pro¬ 
cedures and the more leisurely pace 
likely is preventing many of the prob¬ 
lems that occurred elsewhere. 

In addition, there is evidence that at 
least one major cooperative in the milk- 
shed has In operation a mobile farm bulk 
tank calibration unit that Is being used 
to check calibrate the farm tanks of its 
members. This is a perfectly legitimate 
activity that any cooperative or federa¬ 
tion of cooperatives might engage in If 
there is a question of the capacity of the 
State agencies to adequately cope with 
this problem. 

This is not to say that a more com¬ 
prehensive check testing and weighing 
program will never be necessary. Pro¬ 
ducers are depending more and more on 
volume of delivery to maintain or in¬ 
crease net Income. With changes in 
technology and the number of bulk tanks 
growing, average daily production has 
doubled in the market in the last 10 
years. This and every other day pickup 
of bulk tank milk have resulted in a 
fourfold increase in volume per delivery 
and in the quantity of milk represented 
by a single sample of milk. Thus, bulk 
tank calibration could become a special 
problem in this market. Concerning the 
importance of accurate tests to handlers, 
they contend that the value of one point 
of butterfat is nearly equal to the profit 
margin on each hundredweight of milk 
handled. 

While these trends and problems may 
put severe pressure on existing facilities 
in the future, there is no substantial 
indication from producers that a dif¬ 
ferent program is required at this time 
to provide these marketing services. 
State authorities have programs to 
handle producer complaints In this re¬ 
gard. Also, as was pointed out earlier, 
one cooperative already provides a com¬ 
plete set of marketing services for its 
members. Other cooperatives also are 
currently providing some of these serv¬ 
ices and could expand such activities if 
the need should Increase. 

In summary, we believe that in the 
absence of increased producer Interest, 
existing agencies should continue the 
principal service which could be obtained 
by adoption of the marketing service 
provisions, t.e., the Job of verifying the 
weights and tests of milk purchased from 
producers. 

4. Insurance fund to guarantee pay. 
ments to producers . The proposal by 
Northeast Dairy Cooperative Federation 


to establish an “ Insurance" program 
financed through the producer-settle¬ 
ment fund to guarantee payments to 
producers should not be adopted. The 
guarantee of payments should remain a 
matter of policy by the cooperative as to 
whether this is a service member pro¬ 
ducers desire. 

Under the proposal payment from the 
producer-settlement fund would be made 
at 80 percent of the blend price to pro¬ 
ducers shipping milk to any handler who 
defaults on payment. Any such pro¬ 
ducer would collect from the fund after 
signing over his claim for payment (by 
the handler) to the market admin¬ 
istrator. 

To fund the proposed Insurance plan, 
proponent would deduct from the pool 
at the rate of 0.5 cent per hundredweight 
until about $500,000 is accumulated. 
Under the mechanics proposed, any 
withdrawal from the fund would trigger 
a resumption of the deductions until the 
fund is built back up to $500,000. The 
$500,000 fund would be sufficient to guar¬ 
antee payment to producers at two aver¬ 
age size plants or at one large plant in 
the market. 

To show current payment risk to pro¬ 
ducers. proponent cited the recent fi¬ 
nancial troubles of Champlain Cream¬ 
eries. Inc., and the United Milk Products 
Co. which resulted in certain producers 
not getting full payment for their milk. 
It was maintained that the State bond¬ 
ing laws, which are designed to secure 
payments to producers, are inadequate to 
cope with such situations. In some cases, 
It was stated, the bonds are inadequate 
to guarantee payment for all milk de¬ 
livered to the plants. This problem is 
accentuated by the fact that producers 
sometimes extend credit for as much as 
56 days for milk delivered to a plant. 
In other cases the bond required by the 
State may be adequate, but the time 
required to collect under it is so great 
that the producer may have difficulty 
staying in business until reimbursement 
is made. Proponent contends that the 
proposed plan would shorten substan¬ 
tially the time required to get payment 
into the hands of the producer. 

A relatively small number of handlers 
have defaulted on payments to producers 
in recent years. From 1957 through 
March 1965 over 200 handlers went out 
of business. In only three Instances, 
however, have producers failed to receive 
full payment for their milk from such 
handlers. 

It Is recognized that failure of any 
plant to pay, and pay promptly, for milk 
causes severe problems for the producers 
involved. It is essential, therefore, that 
the producer receive timely payment for 
his milk. To date, however. Insuring 
payment for milk is a service, even an 
opportunity, which the cooperatives have 
accepted. The circumstances surround¬ 
ing the recent financial troubles of the 
plants cited by proponent illustrate this. 
In the incident involving Champlain 
Creameries, Inc., several hundred pro¬ 
ducers faced loss of their milk checks. 
To prevent this, two cooperatives, the 
Dairymen’s League and the Metropolitan 
Milk Producers Bargaining Agency, 
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stepped In and made good the checks of 
all producers Involved. In the other case. 
Involving United Milk Products Co., pro* 
ponent (Northeast Federation) itself 
loaned money to the producers who were 
not paid by the handler. These coopera¬ 
tives thus cased serious financial prob¬ 
lems for the producers Involved and 
rendered them a valuable service. 

Providing this service gave the coop¬ 
eratives an opportunity to demonstrate 
the importance of their presence and 
service to producers. At least one of the 
cooperatives was enabled to increase Its 
membership. In the Champlain Cream¬ 
eries incident, the Dairymen’s League 
made good the checks of some non- 
Lcaguc producers. In return for the 
service these producers were required to 
Join that organization. In this connec¬ 
tion it is clear that attracting new mem¬ 
bers has not been an easy task for the 
cooperatives in the market. Some prog¬ 
ress has been made but the percentage 
of member producers still remains lower 
than In many Federal order markets. 
Adoption of the proposal could sig¬ 
nificantly reduce the Incentive for pro¬ 
ducers to Join cooperatives In what is 
apparently an already difficult recruiting 
situation. 

Proponent contended that guarantee¬ 
ing payment to producers is such a small 
element In a cooperative’s work that 
eliminating this service would have neg¬ 
ligible effect on serving members. We do 
not agree that the value of this service 
by a cooperative should be minimized. 
Such service is an integral part of the 
entire package of services which many 
cooperatives throughout the country use 
to attract members and to maintain or¬ 
derly marketing for producers as a whole. 
A witness from New England Milk Pro¬ 
ducers Association, a Massachusetts- 
Rhode Island cooperative which provides 
this service, pointed out that a number 
of producers have been attracted to New 
England from the New York market In 
part by the formal guarantee of payment 
offered by the New England cooperatives. 

Moreover, guaranteeing payment could 
lessen the incentive for cooperatives to 
hedge against loss in selling to handlers. 
A prudent cooperative dealing with a 
financially insecure handier takes pre¬ 
cautions to insure that it receives pay¬ 
ment for milk. For example. It may be¬ 
come necessary in a given instance to 
deliver each day's supply of milk for the 
plant only for cash on delivery. In less 
extreme cases, but where there Is still 
some question of the handler's ability to 
pay, the cooperative may not demand 
dally payment but will still require pay¬ 
ment at frequent intervals. This re¬ 
duces the problem of undue extensions 
of credit on milk deliveries. 

Proponent argued that under the plan 
producers would still have an incentive 
to check carefully the financial condition 
of handlers who buy their milk since the 
insurance fund would guarantee pay¬ 
ment at only 80 percent of the blend 
price. It Is true that some Incentive still 
would exist under the proposed plan. 
However, it cannot logically be argued 


that with payment guaranteed at the 
proposed level the incentive would be as 
great as at present. 

As mentioned earlier, proponent also 
stated that the plan would speed up pay¬ 
ments to producers whenever a handler 
defaults on payment for milk. Obvi¬ 
ously. such an insurance fund would has¬ 
ten payment as compared to collecting 
on a handler’s bond. However, the mar¬ 
ket administrator still could not put 
money into the hands of producers as 
quickly as a cooperative. As an admin¬ 
istrative matter the market administra¬ 
tor would be bound, at least to some de¬ 
gree, by restraints similar to those which 
slow down payment to producers on a 
handler’s bond. In particular, his re¬ 
sponsibility to all producers who are eli¬ 
gible to receive money from the fund 
would require him to take adequate pre¬ 
cautions to insure that only authorized 
payments were made. This would not 
be a simple or quick task in a bankrupt 
or near bankrupt firm. Records of such 
a company may be Incomplete or Inaccu¬ 
rate. 

Similarly, a serious problem could 
arise under the plan if a handler de¬ 
faulted on payment because of a dispute 
over the amount of money owed to pro¬ 
ducers. Ordinarily, In enforcing pay¬ 
ments to producers under the order in 
such cases, the amount to be paid is de¬ 
termined after an exhaustive examina¬ 
tion of the factors causing the dispute. 
If prompt payment is the determining 
factor such an investigation of necessity 
could not be as thorough. If it w*ere 
determined as a result of the subsequent 
enforcement action that the handler ac¬ 
tually did not owe the money, the market 
administrator would be saddled with the 
costly and embarrassing task of collect¬ 
ing from individual producers the money 
paid out earlier from the insurance fund. 

Also, it is possible that the provision 
could embroil the market administrator 
in costly and time-consuming court 
actions. It was contemplated by pro¬ 
ponent that the market administrator 
would enter bankruptcy court to recover 
from Uie assets of a bankrupt handler 
any money paid out to producers from 
the insurance fund. 

Overall, we conclude that the defects 
In the proposal outweigh its advantages. 
We are particularly Impressed by the way 
the cooperatives stepped in and paid pro¬ 
ducers or loaned them money when cer¬ 
tain handlers ran into financial trouble. 
More than anything else, this leads us 
to conclude that marketing conditions 
would not be improved by the proposal 
as compared to the present system of co¬ 
operative responsibility and participation 
in this area. 

Matters reserved for later decision. 
Decision is reserved as to all other find¬ 
ings and conclusions of the recommended 
decision concerning matters not specifi¬ 
cally referred to herein, but the hearing 
Is not reopened with respect thereto. 

Rulings on exceptions . In arriving at 
the findings and conclusions each of the 
exceptions received was carefully and 
fully considered In conjunction with the 
record evidence pertaining thereto. 


To the extent that the findings and 
conclusions of this decision are at var¬ 
iance with any of the exceptions, such 
exceptions are hereby overruled. 

General findings , determinations, and 
amendatory order. General findings and 
determinations and appropriate order 
language to carry out the conclusions 
reached are reserved until proceedings 
are completed on the reopened hearing. 

ft is hereby ordered. That all of this 
decision be published in the Federal 
Register. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., on April 
20.1907. 

John A. Sciikittkir. 

Acting Secretary. 

IFJL Doc. 87-4562: Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 

8:50 am.) 


17 CFR Port 1002 1 

(Docket No. AO 71-A40-RO11 

MILK IN NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY 
MARKETING AREA 

Supplemental Notice Reopening 
Hearing on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and Order 

This notice is supplemental to the no¬ 
tice of hearing which was published in 
the Federal Register of June 17,1985 (30 
F.R. 7839), with respect to proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreement and to the order regulating 
the handling of milk in the New York- 
New Jersey marketing area. 

Further notice is hereby given pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and 
the applicable rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure governing the formulation of 
marketi ng ag reements and marketing or¬ 
ders <7 CFR Part 900), that the afore¬ 
said hearing will be reopened at the Mar¬ 
ket Administrator’s Conference Room. 
205 East 42d Street, New York, N.Y.. be¬ 
ginning at 10 a m., on May 9. 1987. 

This reopening of the hearing is for 
the limited purpose of receiving any ad¬ 
ditional pertinent evidence upon which 
a full and comprehensive re-examination 
of the market wide activities and services 
for which cooperative payments are being 
made and a precise determination of the 
methods and amounts to be paid for such 
services. 

Reopening of the hearing for such pur¬ 
pose was requested by two of the coop¬ 
eratives receiving the payments and the 
duly authorized representatives of the 
States of New York and New Jersey, and 
Is pursuant to the decision In this pro¬ 
ceeding issued April 20,1987. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., April 20. 
1987. 

Clarence H. Girard. 

Deputy Administrator , 
Regulatory Programs. 

[rJL Doc. 87-4563: Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 

8:50 rjsi.J 
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Avialion Administration 
I 14 CFR Part 71 1 

(Airspace Docket No. 07-80-411 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration Is 
considering an amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the Brunswick, Ga.. transi¬ 
tion area. 

The Brunswick transition area is de¬ 
scribed in 32 Fit. 2148. 

The Brunswick transition area would 
be altered by redesignating the 700-foot 
portion as: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of NAS Olynco (latitude 3i*15'30" N.. longi¬ 
tude 81*28 00" W ); within a 6-mile radius 
of the Jekyll Island Airport (latitude 31*04'- 
21" N.. longitude 81*25'30" W). and within 
2 miles each side of the Brunswick VOR 203* 
radial, extending from the VOR to 8 miles 
southwest of the VOR, excluding the portion 
outside of the continental limits of the 
United States: 

The proposed alteration is required for 
the protection of IFR operations at the 
Jekyll Island Airport. A prescribed In¬ 
strument approach procedure utilizing 
the Brunswick VOR is proposed in con¬ 
junction with the designation of tills 
transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted In triplicate to the Area Man¬ 
ager, Atlanta Area Office. Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch. Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Past Office Box 
20636, Atlanta, Oa. 30320. All commu¬ 
nications received within 30 days after 
publication of this notice In the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
Is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No hearing is contemplated at this time, 
but arrangements for informal confer¬ 
ences with Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion officials may be made by contacting 
the Chief, Air Traffic Branch. Any 
data, views, or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice In order to become part of the rec¬ 
ord for consideration. The proposal 
contained In this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Room 724, 3400 
Whipple 8treet. East Point, Oa. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 <49 UB.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued in East Point, Oa., on April 13, 
1967. 

James O. Rogers, 
Director, Southern Region . 

(PR. Doc. 67-4502; Piled. Apr. 24. 1067; 

8:46 a m J 


[14 CFR Port 71 1 

| Airspace Docket No. 67-80-39 J 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulation that 
would designate the Eastman, Oa., tran¬ 
sition area. 

The Eastman transition area would be 
designated as: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above Uie surface within a 6-mlle radius 
of the Eastman-Dodge County Airport (lati¬ 
tude 32*12'61" N.. longitude 83*07'42" W). 

The proposed transition area Is re¬ 
quired for the protection of IFR opera¬ 
tions at the Eastman-Dodge County 
Airport. A prescribed instrument ap¬ 
proach procedure to this airport utilizing 
the Vienna VORTAC is proposed in con¬ 
junction with the designation of this 
transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Area Man¬ 
ager, Atlanta Area Office, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch. Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Post Office Box 
20636. Atlanta, Oa. 30320. All communi¬ 
cations received within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. No 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch. Any data, 
views, or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration. Room 724, 3400 
Whipple Street, East Point, Oa. 

The amendment is proposed under sec¬ 
tion 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued In East Point, Oa.. on April 13, 
1967. 

James O. Rogers, 
Director, Southern Region . 
(Fit. Doc. 67-4603; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 

8:46 a.m.] 

I 14 CFR Part 71 1 

(Airspace Docket No. 67-80-421 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration is 
considering an amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would designate the Jefferson, Ga.. tran¬ 
sition area. 

The Jefferson transition area would be 
designated as: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mlle radius 


of the Joekron County Airport (latitude 
34*10'31" N. f longitude83*33'38" W.). 

The proposed transition area is re¬ 
quired for tlie protection of IFR opera¬ 
tions at the Jackson County Airport. A 
prescribed Instrument approach proce¬ 
dure to this airport utilizing the Athens 
VORTAC is proposed in conjunction with 
the designation of this transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted In triplicate to the Area Man¬ 
ager. Atlanta Area Office, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch. Federal Avi¬ 
ation Administration, Post Office Box 
20636, Atlanta. Ga. 30320. All communi¬ 
cations received within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No hearing is contemplated at tills time, 
but arrangements for informal confer¬ 
ences with Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion officials may be made by contacting 
the Chief. Air Traffic Branch. Any data, 
views, or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this no¬ 
tice in order to become part of the rec¬ 
ord for consideration. The proposal 
contained In this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Southern Regional Office, Federal 
Aviation Administration. Room 724. 3400 
Whipple Street. East Point. Oa. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 UJS.C. 1348(a)). 

Issued in East Point, Oa., on April 14. 
1067. 

James G. Rooms. 

Director, Southern Region . 

|F.lt. Doc. 67 4504; Filed. Apr. 24, 1967; 

8:46 AJn.) 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 73 ] 

(Docket No. 17146J 

STATION IDENTIFICATION 
REQUIREMENTS 

Order Extending Time for Filing 

Comments and Reply Comments 

1. In a notice of proposed rule making 
issued in this proceeding on January 25, 
1967. FCC 67-114. the Commission in¬ 
vited comments on a proposal looking to¬ 
ward the amendment of Part 73 of the 
Commission's rules relating to station 
identification requirements. 

2. The time for filing comments In this 
proceeding is now April 19. 1967, and 
replies thereto. May 3.1967. 

3. On April 19.1967, Sparks Broadcast¬ 
ing Co. requested that the time for filing 
comments be extended to April 28, 1967. 
It states the additional time Is needed to 
permit it to complete its research into 
pertinent information and file meaning¬ 
ful comments. 
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4. We are of the view that good cause 
has been shown for the requested exten¬ 
sion of time for filing comments. Ac¬ 
cording/]/. it is ordered. That the time for 
filing comments is extended to April 28, 
1967, and while not requested the time 
for filing reply comments is extended 
to May 17.1967. 

6. This action Is taken pursuant to 
authority found in sections 4(1), 5(d) 
il). and 303<r) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and 8 0.281(d) 
<8> of the Commission's rules and regu¬ 
lations. 

Adopted: April 20.1967. 

Released: April 20.1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

(Pit. Doc. 67-4535: Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
6:48 a m. I 

£ 47 CFR Part 73 1 

(Docket No. 172531 

COVERAGE OF TELEVISION 
BROADCAST STATIONS 

Order Extending Time for Filing 

Comments and Reply Comments 

1. In a notice of proposed rule making 
Issued in this proceeding on March 1, 
1967 (FCC 67-271), the Commission In¬ 
vited comments on a proposal looking 
toward the amendment of 8 73.684(c) of 
the Commission's rules relating to pre¬ 
diction of coverage of television broad¬ 
cast stations. Docket No. 17253. RM- 
1060. April 14. 1967, and May 1. 1967 
were designated as the dates for filing 
comments and reply comment 

2. On April 13. 1967, WBhE-TV. Inc. 
requested that the time for filing com¬ 
ments in this proceeding be extended 
to May 15. 1967. WBRE. Inc. states the 
preparation of comments revealed that 
the matter was considerably more com¬ 
plex than originally conceived and that 
it is studying an alternative method of 
predicting the distance to Grade A and 
B signal strength contours which would 
not penalize the efficient use of a high 
gain antenna and moderate beam tilt 
which it employs. Therefore, it urges 
that additional time is needed to research 
this method. 

3. Wc are of the view that good cause 
has been shown for the requested exten¬ 
sion of time for filing comments. Ac¬ 
cordingly it is ordered . This 17th day of 
April, that the time for filing comments 
is extended to May 15, 1967, and the time 
for filing reply comments Is extended 
to May 31,1967. 

4. This action Is taken pursuant to 
authority found in sections 4(1). 5(d) 
(1). and 303(r) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and 8 0.281(d) 
<8> of the Commission's rules and regula¬ 
tions. 

Released: April 20.1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

(P,H. Doc. 67-4536: Filed, Apr. 24. 1967: 
8:48 am.) 


I 47 CFR Port 97 1 

(Docket No. 17377; FCC 67-477) 

AMATEUR RADIO STATIONS 
Identification Requirements 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled matter. 

2. Section 97.87 of the rules sets forth 
the station Identification procedures and 
requirements for amateur radio stations. 
The Commission finds that many of the 
present requirements are excessive to 
normal monitoring and investigative 
needs and merely impose an unnecessary 
burden upon licensees. 

3. Accordingly, the Commission pro¬ 
poses to revise 8 97.87 by relaxing and 
simplifying the station identification re¬ 
quirements. consistent with enforcement 
needs, in the following manner: 

A. For basic identification, it Is pro¬ 
posed that identification of the stations 
being transmitted to be required only at 
the end of an established telegraphy or 
telephony communication. 

B. For regular portable and mobile op¬ 
erations and for mobile operations not 
within the United States or any foreign 
country, it Is proposed that additional 
identification be required only at the end 
of transmissions. It is further proposed 
that new simplified location designators 
be authorized in lieu of certain present 
designators or location descriptions. 

C. For all operations, it Is proposed 
that the requirement for identification 
by emissions other than telegraphy, us¬ 
ing the International Morse Code, or 
telephony, using the English language, 
be deleted. It is further proposed that 
the use of standard phonetic alphabets 
as an aid for correct telephony identifi¬ 
cation be encouraged. 

4. The specific proposed revision of 
8 97.87 Is set forth below Authority for 
this proposed revision is contained in 
sections 4(i> and 303 of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934. as amended. 

5. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in f 1.415 of the Commission's 
rules. Interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before June 30, 1967, and 
reply comments on or before July 17, 
1967. In accordance with the provisions 
of 8 1.419(b) of the Commission's rules, 
an original and fourteen copies of all 
statements, briefs, and comments filed 
shall be furnished the Commission. All 
relevant and timely comments and reply 
comments will be considered by the Com¬ 
mission before final action Is taken. The 
Commission may also take Into account 
other relevant information before It in 
addition to specific comments invited by 
this Notice. 

Adopted: April 19. 1967. 

Released: April 20, 1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 

(seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 


1 Chairman Hyde absent. 


Part 97 of the Commission’s rules la 
proposed to be amended as follows: 

Section 97.87 is proposed to be revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 97.87 Slat ion i tint till ration. 

(ft) An amateur station shall be identi¬ 
fied by the transmission of its call sign 
at the beginning and end of each single 
transmission or exchange of transmis¬ 
sions and every 10 minutes during any 
single transmission or exchange of trans¬ 
missions of more than 10 minutes dura¬ 
tion. Additionally, at the end of an 
exchange of telegraphy or telephony 
transmissions between amateur stations, 
the call sign (or the generally accepted 
network identifier) shall be given for the 
station, or for at least one of the group 
of stations, with which communication 
was established. 

(b) When an amateur station is oper¬ 
ated os a portable or mobile station, the 
operator shall give the following addi¬ 
tional ldentlfiation at the end of each 
single transmission or exchange of 
transmissions: 

(1) When identifying by telegraphy. 
Immediately after the call sign, transmit 
the fraction-bar DN followed by the 
number of the call sign area in which the 
station is being operated. 

(2) When identifying by telephony. 
Immediately after the call sign, transmit 
the word ‘ portable” or “mobile”, as ap¬ 
propriate. followed by the number of the 
call sign area in which the station is being 
operated. 

(c) When an amateur station Is oper¬ 
ated outside of the 10 call sign areas 
prescribed in 8 97.51(b) and outside of 
the jurisdiction of a foreign government, 
the operator shall give the following 
additional identification at the end of 
each single transmission or exchange of 
transmissions: 

<1) When Identifying by telegraphy, 
immediately after the call sign, transmit 
the fraction-bar DN followed by the des¬ 
ignator R 1, R 2, or R 3. to show the Re- 
gton (as defined by the International 
Radio Regulations. Geneva. 1959) In 
which the station is being operated. 

(2) When identifying by telephony, 
immediately after the call sign, transmit 
the word "mobile” followed by the des¬ 
ignator Region 1. Region 2. or Region 3, 
to show the Region (as defined by the 
International Radio Regulations, Ge¬ 
neva, 1959) In which the station is being 
operated. 

<d> The Identification required by 
paragraphs (a>, (b), and <e) of this sec¬ 
tion shall be given on each frequency be¬ 
ing utilized and shall be transmitted by 
telegraphy, using the International 
Morse Code, or by telephony, using the 
English language. The use of a nation¬ 
ally or Internationally recognized stand¬ 
ard phonetic alphabet as an aid for 
correct telephony Identification is en¬ 
couraged. 

[F-R, Doc. 67-4537: Filed, Apr. 34, 1967; 

6:49 nm ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Agency for International Development 
MANOUTCHEHR AADAl ET AL. 

List of Ineligible Suppliers 

The following “List of Ineligible Sup¬ 
pliers” under AJX). Regulation 8 (29 PH. 
9534; 30 FR. 12941; 31 FR. 9554) Is cur¬ 
rently in effect All persons who antici¬ 
pate A I D. financing for a transaction 
involving any person whose name ap¬ 
pears on this list should take special 
notice of its contents. 

List or Ineligibli Suppliers 

Section 1. Purpose of this list. This 
list implements the provisions of AJ.D. 
Regulation 8. “Suppliers of Commodities 
and Commodity-Related Service Ineli¬ 
gible for ATX). Financing” < 29 FR. 9534). 
Subject to the conditions described be¬ 
low A.IX>. will not make funds available 
to finance the cost of commodities or 
commodity-related services furnished by 
any supplier whose name appears on this 
list. A supplier whose name appears in 
section 3 of this list has been placed 
thereon for tlie causes specified in \ 208.5 
of Regulation 8; a supplier whose name 
appears in section 4 of this list has been 
placed thereon for the causes specified in 
f 208.7 of Regulation 8. A.I.D. has 
taken such action in accordance with the 
procedures described in Subpart D of 
Regulation 8. 

With respect to the interest of any 
U.S. Bank which holds an A.IX). Letter 
of Commitment, special attention is 
called to the fact that this list consti¬ 
tutes a special amendment to every Let¬ 
ter of Commitment to the effect that 
A.I.D. will not provide reimbursement to 
a bank for payment to any supplier whose 
name appears on this list, excepting only 
(a) a payment made to a supplier on or 
before the suspension or debarment date 
indicated for that supplier in section 3 
or section 4 of this list under an AJJX 
Letter of Commitment issued prior to 
that date, and (b) a payment made to a 
supplier under an irrevocable Letter of 
Credit opened or confirmed on or before 
the suspension or debarment date indi¬ 
cated for that supplier in section 3 or 
section 4 of this list under an AJLD. Let¬ 
ter of Commitment issued prior to that 
date. A bank which receives a copy of 
this list shall be held in its relationship 
with A I.D. to the standard of care de¬ 
scribed in 6 201.73(f) of Regulation 1 
(29 F.R. 12895-12908) with respect to 
every transaction governed by an ATT). 
Letter of Commitment Issued to that 
bank. 

Sec. 2. Contents kept current. AJ.D. 
will keep the contents of this list current 
by means of superseding or supplement- 


Notices 


lng issuances which will indicate addi¬ 
tions to and deletions from the contents 
of prior issuance of this list. A.I.D. will 
bring all such changes to the Immediate 
attention of every UB. bank holding an 
A.I.D. Letter of Commitment and shall 
provide for such other distribution as 
appears proper under the circumstances. 

Sec. 3. Suppliers debarred from A.I.D . 
financing. 

Name, Address, and Suspension Date 

Axtdal. Manoutchehr, 150 Broadway. New 
York, N.Y. 10038. Mar. 22. 1987. 

All American Fabric* Co., 277 Broadway, New 
York. N.Y- 10007. Mar. 22. 1987. 

Amerlmpex Trading Co.. 277 Broadway. New 
York. N.Y. 10007. Mar. 22. 1967. 

American Aslan Line*. 150 Broadway, New 
York. N.Y. 10038. Mar. 22. 1987. 

Aqua International Corp,, 29 Broadway. New 
York, N.Y. 10008, Mar. 22. 1987. 

Chi. Cbu-Hu. Chung Shan N. Road 18. Lane 
11. Sec. 2. Taipei, Taiwan, Apr, 14. 1987. 
Chle, C. F., Chun Shan N. Road 18. Lane 11. 

Sec. 2. Taipei, Taiwan, Apr. 14. 1987. 

Chle Ho Industrial Co., Ltd.. Chang Teh Road 
9-1, Lane 57. Taipei. Taiwan, Apr. 14. 1987. 
Darab. Nacrollah, 277 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 10007, Mar. 22. 1967. 

Greene, Roy. 415 Bast 52d Street, New York. 

N Y. 10022. Apr. 14. 1987. 

Harta Commercial Co.. 170 Broadway. New 
York. N.Y. 10007, Mar. 22. 1987. 

Monarch Processing Corp., 150 Broadway, New 
York. N.Y. 10038, Mar. 22. 1967. 

Monarch Trading Co., 150 Broadway, New 
York. N Y. 10038, Mar. 22. 1987. 

Monarch Trading Co.. Inc., 150 Broadway. 

New York. N.Y. 10038. Mar. 22, 1987. 
Namdar, Faiaollah, 277 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y. 10007. Mar. 22. 1967 
Rafatl. Hansen. 277 Broadway, New York. N.Y. 
10007. Mar. 22. 1987, 

Tranaaaia Marine Corp., 150 Broadway. New 
York. N.Y. 10038. Mar. 22. 1087. 

Tranaaaia Steamship Co., Inc.. 160 Broadway. 

New York. N.Y. 10038. Mar. 22. 1967 
Tranaaaia Transportation Corp.. 150 Broad¬ 
way. New York. N.Y. 10038. Mar 22, 1967. 
United Steel and Wire Corp, 375 Park Ave¬ 
nue, New York, N Y. 10022. Apr. 14. 1087. 
Western National Fabric Co.. 277 Broadway. 

New York. N.Y. 10007. Mar. 22. 1987 
Worldwide Export Co . 79 Wall Street, New 
York, N.Y. 10005, Mar. 22, 1987. 

Sec. 4. Suppliers suspended from A.I.D. 
financing. The following persons have 
been suspended from A.LD. financing 
until further notice pending completion 
of an A.I.D. investigation of facts which 
may lead to the eventual debarment of 
such persons: 

Name, Address. and Suspension Date 

A-Dong Industrial Co.. Ltd.. LP.O. Box 1613, 
Seoul. Korea. Mar. 31, 1987. 

Ando. Hitachi. President. Osaka Koeki Co.. 
Ltd . Dojima Building. 50 Klnugaaa—Cho. 
Kita-Ku. Osaka. Japan. Mar. 31. 1967. 
Archllar Pharmaceutical Products. Inc.. 20 
Exchange Place. New York. N.Y. 10005. 
Nov. 0. 1988. 

Associated Chemo-Pharm Industries. Inc.. 20 
Exchange Place. New York. N.Y. 10006, Nov. 
9. 1968. 


Bottone. Dr. Caesar, 1209 Anderson Avenue, 
Fort Lee. N J. 10022. Nov. 9. 1968. 

Cheng Feng Trading Co., Ltd., Chung Shan 
N. Road 18. Lone 11, Sec. 2, Taipei, Taiwan, 
June 24. 1968. 

Chung Kum Products. Ltd., Taiyang Build¬ 
ing, 28 Sokong Dong, Chung-Ku. Seoul. 
Korea. Mar. 31. 1987. 

DAI Industrial Co . Ltd.. Room No. 303-308. 
Tai-Yong Building. 28 Sokong-Dong. 
Chung-Ku. Seoul. Korea. Mar. 31. 1987. 

En Am Machinery Works, 43-3 Chung Halao 
8treet, Fang Yuan. Taichung Halm. Tai¬ 
wan, June 24,1988. 

God eon Richter Pharmaceutical Products, 
Inc.. 20 Exchange Place, New York. N.Y. 
10005. Nov. 9. 1986. 

Gubboy, Clement. 20 Exchange Place. New 
York, N.Y. 10005. Nov, 9. 1968. 

Han Oook Organ Needle Co., Ltd., No. 478 
Onch*on-dong Tongnae-go. Pusan City, 
Korea. Mu* 31.1967. 

Thomas Edison Higgins Enterprises, Inc . 660 
Capri Boulevard, Treasure Island, Fla. 
33706, Apr. 5, 1987. 

Higgins, Mabel. 660 Capri Boulevard, Treas¬ 
ure If land, Fla. 33706, Apr. 6. 1967. 

Higgins. Thomas Edison, 660 Capri Boulevard. 

Treasure Island. Fla. 33708. Apr. 5. 1967. 
•Kyun, Chang Chung. No. 478 Onch'on-dong 
Tongnae-go. Pusan City. Korea, Mar. 31, 
1967. 

•K B 8. Trading Co., Ltd.. 1334 Young Street, 
Honolulu. Hawaii. Mar. 31. 1987. 

Kim. B. H.. DAI Industrial Co., Ltd.. Room 
No. 303-306 Till-Yang Building. 28 8okong- 
Dong, Chung-Ku, Seoul. Korea, Mar. 31, 

1987. 

Kwak, William. KB S. Trading Co., Ltd.. 1334 
Yound Street. Honolulu. Hawaii. Mar. 31. 
1967. 

Lowens. Ernest, 20 Exchange Place. New York. 

N.Y. 10005. Nov. 9. 1968. 

Meonl. A.. 20 Exchange Place. New York, 
N Y. 10005, Nov. 9, 1968. 

Noxarro, Ben. 20 Exchange Place. New York, 
N.Y. 10005. Nov. 9. 1988. 

Osaka Koeki Co.. Ltd , Dojima Building, 
60 Klnugasa-Cho, Klta-Ku. Osaka. Japan. 
Mar. 31, 1987. 

Panmed Pharmaceuticals. Inc., 1209 Ander¬ 
son Avenue, Fort Leo, N J. 07025. Nov. 9, 

1988. 

Pharma Sclents, 158, Rue de Damns. Imm. 

Homsi. Beirut, Lebanon. Dec 19.1966. 
Shalom, Raleigh. 20 Exchange Place. New 
York. N.Y. 10005. Nov. 9.1988. 

Soclete des Laboratories Reuni* (SOLAR), 
156. Rue de Damas, Imm. Homsi., Beirut, 
Lebanon. Dec. 19. 1066. 

8pe-D-Maglc Co.. 660 Capri Boulevard, Treas¬ 
ure Island. Fla. 33708, Apr. 5. 1967. 
SZyboisky. 8., 1209 Anderson Avenue. Fort 
Lee. N.J. 07025. Nov. 9. 1968. 

United Pharmacol Laboratories, Post Office 
Box 1718. Lot 28, Foreign Trade Zone, 
Mayagues. Puerto Rico, Dec. 19, 1968. 

White Magic Co., 680 Capri Boulevard, Treas¬ 
ure Island, Fla 33706. Apr. 5.1987. 

William O. Hall, 
Assistant Administrator 
for Administration , 

April 18.1967. 

|FR. Doc. 67-4495; Filed. Apr. 24, 1987; 
8:45 a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

(Utah 1312, etc.) 

UTAH 

Order Opening Lands to Mineral 
Location, Entry and Patenting 

April 17,1967. 

1. In exchanges of lands made under 
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of 
June 28, 1934 <48 Stat. 1269; 43 UJ3.C. 
315g), as amended, the following de¬ 
scribed lands have been rcconvcyed to the 
United Slates: 

Salt Lax* Maiou*. Utah 

UTAH 131S 

T. 12 N., R. 7 E , 

Sec. 22. SEUNW<i. lesa R/W for highway 
known as PA Project No. 106-D across the 
land. 

UTAH 3OH4 

T. 8 S., R. 3 W.. 

Sec 19. lot 1 and NE»4NW%, 

T. 8 S.. R. ♦ W.. 

Sec. 7,8HNEVi: 

Sec. 8. NW%. and 8»*NE$4; 

Sec. 17, N^: 

Sec. 18. lots 3 and 4. C^SW';. and SE^4; 
Sec. 19. lots 3 and 4. E^SW^.and SE*4: 

Sec. 21. SWi;8W»4. and E* 4 SE» 4 ; 

Sec. 22, 8 ViNW*4. and SW*4; 

Sec. 27. NE»4. E^NW^. and E%SEV;: 

Sec. 28. WHNWH. SW$4, and SW‘;8E»4: 
Sec. 31. alb 

Sec. 33. WftNE»4. NWVi. and NHSW*. 

UTAH 0130574 

T. 8 S.. R. 7 W., 

Sec. 32. all. 

T.8 8..R.8W, 

Sec, 32. all; 

Sec. 36. all. 

T 9S .R.7 W.. 

Sec. 10, all. 

T.9S..R.8 W.. 

Sec. 2. all: 

8cc.lfl. NE‘4.E%NW%.xndNViSEU. 

T. 10 S.. R 7 W„ 

8ec.30. all. 

T, 10 8„ R. 10 W. f 
Sec. 32. all. 

The above listed tracts aggregate 
8.104.14 acres. 

2. The minerals In exchange Utah 
0136574 were reserved to the State of 
Utah. The minerals in the other tracts 
were reconveyed to the United States. 

3. The land in T. 12 N., R. 7 E.. is 
located In Rich County, about 7 miles 
north of Randolph, Utah. The remain¬ 
ing lands are in Tooele County. Tract 
Utah 2084 located about live miles east 
of Vernon, and Tract Utah 0136574 In an 
area 10 to 16 miles south of Dugway, 
Utah. 

4. The topography of these lands 
ranges from flat to mountainous. They 
are generally desert or semidesert in 
character and not suitable for farming. 
They have values for grazing, watershed, 
wildlife, and recreation w’hlch can best be 
managed under principles of multiple 
use. 

5. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law, the 
lands will at 10 a.m. on May 22, 1967, be 
opened to application, petition, and selec¬ 
tion, and. except for lands in exchange 


Utah 0136574. to location under the U.8. 
mining and mineral leasing laws. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10 am. on May 22. 1967, shall be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
time. Those received thereafter shall be 
considered in the order of filing. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager. Land Office. 
Bureau of Land Management. Post Office 
Box 11505, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 

R. D. Nielson. 
State Director . 

| PR. Doc. 67-4489; Piled. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:45 a.m ) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 

MAINLAND CANE SUGAR AREA 

1968 Crop Proportionate Shares; 

Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture, acting pursuant to 
the Sugar Act of 1948. as amended, is 
preparing to conduct a public hearing to 
receive views and recommendations from 
all interested persons on the need for 
establishing proportionate shares for the 
1968 sugarcane crop in the Mainland 
Cane Sugar Area ( Louisiana and 
Florida >. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
paragraph (1). subsection (b) of Section 
302 of the Sugar Act of 1948. as amended, 
the Secretary must determine for each 
crop year whether the production of 
sugar from any crop of sugarcane in the 
area will, in the absence of proportionate 
shares, be greater than the quantity 
needed to enable the area to meet its 
quota and provide a normal carryover 
inventory, as estimated by the Secretary 
for such area for the calendar year dur¬ 
ing which the larger part of the sugar 
from such crop normally would be mar¬ 
keted. Such determinations may be 
made only after due notice and oppor¬ 
tunity for an informal public hearing. 

The hearing on this matter will be 
conducted at the Casablanca Hotel. 
Miami Beach. Fia., beginning at 10 a.m. 
on May 10.1967. 

Views and recommendations are de¬ 
sired on all phases of the proportionate 
share program. They may be submitted 
in writing. In triplicate, at the hearing, or 
may be mailed to the Director, Sugar 
Policy Staff. Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service. U.8, Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. Washington. D.C. 
20250. so as to be received not later than 
May 31. 1967. Interested persons will 
be given the opportunity at the hearing 
to appear and submit orally data, views 
and arguments in regard to the estab¬ 
lishment of proportionate shares. 

Restrictions on the marketing of sug¬ 
arcane in the area arc In effect for the 
1967 crop. Estimates of sugar produc¬ 
tion for that crop indicate that the mar¬ 
keting quota for the area will be exceeded 
by about 75,000 to 100,000 tons. 


All written submissions made pur¬ 
suant to this notice will be made avail¬ 
able for public inspection at such times 
and places and in a manner convenient 
to the public business <7 CFR 1.270))). 

Signed at Washington. D C, on April 
20. 1967. 

H D. Godfrey. 

Administrator , Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilisation and Conservation 
Service . 

[FJt. Doc. 67-4549; Piled. Apr. 24. 1967; 

8:50 am | 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCA¬ 
TION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
AMERICAN CYANAMID CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition 
Regarding Pesticide* 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act <sec. 
408(d) (1), 68 Stat, 512; 21 UJ3.C. 346a 
<d> n>). notice is given that a petition 
<PP 7F0577) has been filed by American 
Cyanamld Co.. Agricultural Division. 
Post Office Box 400, Princeton. NJ. 
08540. proposing the establishment of a 
tolerance of 5 parts per million for resi¬ 
dues of the fungicide dodlne (n-dodecyl- 
guanidinc acetate) in or on the raw agri¬ 
cultural commodity peaches. 

Tlie analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of tho 
fungicide Is a colorimetric technique in 
which the dodlne Is extracted with car¬ 
bon tetrachloride and then complexcd 
with bromcresol purple Indicator and the 
complex is extracted into chloroform. 
The color complex in the chloroform is 
hydrolyzed and the Indicator extracted 
with aqueous alkali. The absorbance, 
which is a measure of the bromcresol 
present, is measured on a spectrophotom¬ 
eter. The amount of absorbance Is In¬ 
dicative of the amount of dodinc present. 

Dated: Aprill8,1967. 

J.KKiik, 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

| PR. Doc. 67-4518; Piled, Apr. 24. 1967; 

8:47 a.m.| 


AMERICAN VISCOSE DIVISION, 
FMC CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for 
Food Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b? (5>, 72 Stat 1786: 21 UB.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 7B2159) has been filed by Film 
Operations, American Viscose Division, 
FMC Corp.. Marcus Hook. Pa. 19061, pro¬ 
posing the Issuance of a regulation to 
provide for the safe use of vlnylidcne 
chloride copolymer food-contact coatings 
on substrates of polycarbonate resins 
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that comply with 8 121.2574 Polycarbon¬ 
ate resins. 

Dated: April 18. 1987. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

| Fit Doc. 87-4519; Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 
8:47 ajn.] 


CHEMAGRO CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Pesticides 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d)(1)), notice Is given that a petition 
(PP 7F0582) has bcenilled by Chemagro 
Corp., Post Office Box 4913, Kansas City, 
Mo. 84120. proposing the establishment 
of tolerances for residues of the insecti¬ 
cide O.O-dimethyl S-[4-oxol,2,3-benzo- 
trlazln-3-(4H) -ylmothyll phosphorodi- 
thioate In or on raw agricultural com¬ 
modities. as follows: 12.5 parts per mil¬ 
lion in or on almond hulls: and 0.1 part 
per million in or on almonds, barley, and 
rye. 

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of the 
insecticide in crops is a colorimetric 
technique based on alkaline hydrolysis of 
residues to onthranlllc acid. The an- 
thr&nilic acid Is then determined colorl- 
metrlcally by digitization and coupling 
with N- (1-naphthyl) ethylenediamine di- 
hydrocholride. 

Dated: April 18. 1967. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

I Fit. Doc. 87-4520; Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 
8:47 *.m.) 


DODINE 

Notice of Extension of Temporary 
Tolerance 

American Cyanamid Co., Past Office 
Box 400. Princeton. N.J. 08540, was 
granted an extension to February 26, 
1987, for a temporary tolerance of 5 parts 
per million for residues of the fungicide 
dodine in or on the raw agricultural com¬ 
modity peaches (notice was published 
Feb. 25. 1968; 31 Fit. 3140). The peti¬ 
tioner has requested another extension 
of this temporary tolerance for 1 year. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has determined that such extension of 
the temporary tolerance will protect the 
public health. 

A condition under which this tempo¬ 
rary tolerance Is extended Is that the 
fungicide be used In accord with the tem¬ 
porary permit Issued by the U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. 

This temporary tolerance expires Feb¬ 
ruary 28,1968. 

This action Is taken pursuant to the 
authority vested In the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare by the 
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Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 408<j). 68 Stat. 516; 21 UB.C. 346a 
(J)) and delegated by him to the Com¬ 
missioner of Food and Drugs <21 CFR 

2 . 120 ). 

Dated: April 18. 1987. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

IF.B. Doc. '67-4521; Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 
8:47 &jx).| 


GEIGY CHEMICAL CORP. 

Notice of Amendment of Petition 
Regarding Pesticides 

Notice was given in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of October 27.1966 (31 F.R. 13812). 
that a petition (PP 7F0534) had been 
filed by Oeigy Chemical Corp., Ardsley, 
N.Y. 10502, proposing the establishme-nt 
of tolerances for residues of the herbicide 
slmazine <2-chloro-4,6-bis(ethylamino)- 
s-triazinc) in or on certain raw* agri¬ 
cultural commodities. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d)(1). 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d)(1)). notice U given that the 1 part 
per million tolerances requested for al¬ 
monds, com, pineapple, And sugarcane 
have been revised by the petkloner in 
that the raw agricultural commodities 
are specified as follows: Almond hulls; 
almond nuts; corn, both kernels and cobs 
(including field corn, sweet com. and 
popcorn); com, both forage and fodder 
(including field corn, sweet com, and 
popcorn); pineapple fruit; pineapple for¬ 
age and fodder; sugarcane; and sugar¬ 
cane forage and fodder. 

Dated: April 17,1967. 

J. K. Kirk, 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

(PR. Doc. 67-4522; Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 

8:47 n.J 


HOOKER CHEMICAL CORP. 

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for 
Food Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)), 
the following notice is Issued: 

In accordance with $ 121.52 With - 
droicof of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Hooker Chemical Corp., 
Durcz Plastics Division, Walck Road. 
North Tonawanda. N.Y. 14120, has with¬ 
drawn Its petition (FAP 7B2089). notice 
of which was published in the Federal 
Register of October 12. 1966 <31 FJt. 
13179), proposing that § 121.2576 Cross- 
linked polyester resins be amended to 
provide for the safe use of 1,4,5.6.7.7- 
hexachloroblcyclo- (2.2.1) -5- heptene - 2.3 
dlcarboxyllc acid (as a reactant) and 
2-methyl hydroquinone (as an inhibitor) 
in the production of cross-linked poly¬ 


ester resins for repeated food-contact 
use. 

Doted: April 17, 1967. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance . 

I F.R. Doc. 67-4523: Filed, Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:47 5Jn.| 


I.C.I. (ORGANICS) INC 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5). 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 6B1955) has been filed by I.C.I. 
(Organics) Inc.. 55 Canal Street, Provi¬ 
dence, RJ. 02901, proposing the Issuance 
of a regulation to provide for the safe 
use of dodecanolethylene oxide (9.5 
moles) condensate as an antistatic agent 
in polyolefin films for food-contact use. 

Dated: April 17. 1967. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

I PR. Doc. 87-4524; Filed. Apr. 24. 1987; 
8:47 am.) 


IMPERIAL CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES, LTD. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5). 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 6B1919> has been filed by Imperial 
Chemical Industries Ltd., Plastics Divi¬ 
sion, Bessemer Road. Welwyn Garden 
City. Hertfordshire, England, proposing 
the issuance of a regulation to provide 
for the safe use of N.N-bls(2-hydroxy- 
ethyl) n-alkyhCj4-Cu> amine as an anti¬ 
static agent in vinylidenc chloride co¬ 
polymer coatings intended for food-con¬ 
tact use. 

Dated: April 17,1967. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance . 

(PR. Doc. 67-4525; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:48 *.m.) 


MONSANTO CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b) <5). 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)), notice is given that a petition 
(FAP 7B2162) has been filed by Mon¬ 
santo Co.* Hydrocarbons and Polymers 
Division, 730 Worcester Street, Indian 
Orchard. Mass. 01051, proposing an 
amendment to g 121.2566 Antioxidants 
and/or stabilisers for polymers to provide 
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for the safe use of calcium myrtstate and 
zinc palmitate as antioxidants and/or 
stabilizers for polymers Intended for 
food-contact use. 

Dated: April 17.1967. 

J. K. Kirk. 

Associate Commissioner 
lor Compliance 9 . 

IF.R Doc. 67-4538; Filed, Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:48 a joj 


MONSANTO CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409<b> (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S C. 848 
(b)(5)), notice Is given that a petition 
(FAP 7B2161) has been filed by Mon¬ 
santo Co., Post Office Box 1531. Spring- 
field. Mass. 01101, proposing an amend¬ 
ment to 5 121.2574 Polycarbonate resins 
to provide for the safe use of monochlo¬ 
robenzene as a solvent In the production 
of polycarbonate resins Intended for 
food-contact use. 

Dated: April 17. 1967. 

J.K. Kune, 

Associate Commissioner 
lor Compliance . 

|F R. Doc. 67-4527; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:48 a.m.l 


SUN CHEMICAL CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additives 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5). 72 StAt. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)). notice la given that a petition 
(FAP 7B2158) has been filed by Sun 
Chemical Corp.. 750 Third Avenue. New 
York, N.Y. 10017, proposing the Issuance 
of a regulation to provide for the safe use 
of cyanoguanidlne-formaldehyde resins 
as a drainage aid In the manufacture of 
paper and paperboard used for packag¬ 
ing dry. aqueous, and fatty foods. 

Dated: April 17.1967. 

J. K. Kixk. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance . 

|FJt. Doc. 87-4528; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8.48 a m. J 


Office of the Secretary 

INTERSTATE AIR POLLUTION IN 
SELBYVILLE, DEL.-BISHOP, MD., 
AREA 

Air Pollution Control; Notice of 
Public Hearing 

Whereas, upon the written request of 
the Delaware State Air Pollution Author¬ 
ity. the official air pollution control 
agency of the State of Delaware, the Sec¬ 
retary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
called a conference pursuant to section 
105(c)(1)(A) of the Clean Air Act (42 


U.S.C. 1857 et seq.) with respect to air 
pollution alleged to originate in Bishop. 
Md. f and to endanger the health or wel¬ 
fare of persons in the Sclbyville, Del., 
area, and. 

Whereas, such conference was held on 
November 9 and 10. 1965 In Sclbyville. 
Del., and 

Whereas, the conference participants 
representing the official air pollution 
control agencies of the States of Mary¬ 
land and Delaware. Worcester County. 
Md.. and the town of Sclbyville. DcL, and 
the representative of the Secretary of 
Health. Education and Welfare unani¬ 
mously agreed: 

1. The Bishop Processing Co. of 
Bishop. Md.. Is the single source of mal¬ 
odorous pollution which originates In the 
State of Maryland and flows across the 
Delaware-Maryland State line into the 
town of Selbyville. Del., and environs. 

2. Such malodorous pollution consists 
of sickening, nauseating, and highly of¬ 
fensive odors. 

3. Such noxious malodors are perva¬ 
sive In effect to the Interstate Selbyville. 
Del.-Bishop, Md., area. These noxious 
malodors endanger the health and wel¬ 
fare of persons In the town of Selbyville. 
Del., and adjacent and contlgous areas. 
They cause nausea, sleeplessness, and 
revulsive reactions, thereby Imposing a 
physiological and psychological burden 
on persons subjected thereto; and they 
adversely affect business conditions, 
rental and property values. Impede in¬ 
dustrial development and population 
growth to the detriment of the entire 
economy of the Selbyville. Del., area. 
Such pollution is therefore subject to 
abatement under subsection 105(c)(1) 
(A). Title I of the Clean Air Act. Public 
Law 88-206, as amended by Public Law 
89-272 (42UJ9.C. !857-1857g). 

4. The Bishop Processing Co. has not 
adequately complied with recommenda¬ 
tions made by the State of Maryland for 
remedial action. 

5. Because of the Interstate aspects of 
the air pollution, there has been no clear 
legal basis for effective application of 
enforcement measures by the 8tates of 
Delaware and Maryland under existing 
laws and regulations. 

6. Under recently enacted legislation, 
the State of Maryland is authorized to 
adopt regulations which would permit 
control of emission of odors from the 
Bishop Processing Co. so as to abate the 
pollution. Such control regulations are 
in the process of preparation. 

7. That Bishop Processing Co. be re¬ 
quired to abate the emission, release or 
discharge of offensive odors from Us 
rendering plant in Bishop. Md.. in ac¬ 
cordance with the following schedule: 

(a) Effective Immediately, the com¬ 
pany institute a vigorous clean-up pro¬ 
gram to remove collected animal matter 
from the Interior and exterior of its 
plant and premises, and that a routine 
good-houskeeplng and sanitation pro¬ 
gram be initiated and scrupulously 
followed. 

(b) On or before March 1, 1966, the 
company submit to the Maryland State 
Department of Health, for review and 


approval, plans, specifications, and a 
comprehensive program to implement 
prevention and control of malodorous 
emissions. 

(c) On or before June 1.1966. the com¬ 
pany submit to the Maryland State De¬ 
partment of Health such evidence as the 
Department may require to demonstrate 
binding commitments for the purchase, 
construction and Installation of neces¬ 
sary equipment and the Initiation of All 
other actions necessary to execute the 
approved plan for prevention and control 
of offensive odors. 

(d> On or before September 1, 1966, 
the company have in operation all equip¬ 
ment and take all other measures nec¬ 
essary to prevent or control the emission 
of odors. In accordance with the approved 
plans, and submit to the Maryland State 
Department of Health a final report re¬ 
garding the construction. Installation, 
nnd effectiveness of equipment and other 
measures which have been taken to pre¬ 
vent and control malodorous emissions. 

8. That the Maryland State Depart¬ 
ment of Health and Delaware State 
Board of Health consult with each other 
and exchange Information regarding the 
adequacy of any plans, specifications, and 
program submitted by Bishop Processing 
Co., in accordance with the above recom¬ 
mendation. to abate the emission of odors 
from Its rendering plant. 

9. That the Maryland State Depart¬ 
ment of Health maintain such surveil¬ 
lance as necessary to monitor progress of 
Bishop Processing Co. In complying with 
the above time schedule for abatement 
of its odorous emissions. 

10. That the Delaware State Board of 
Health and the town of Selbyville, from 
the date of this conference, implement a 
procedure for the continuous surveillance 
and the compilation of records to pro¬ 
vide documentation of interstate travel 
of odors from the rendering plant oper¬ 
ated by Bishop Processing Co. 

11. That the Bishop Processing Co , 
the Maryland State Department of 
Health and the Delaware State Board of 
Health each transmit to the Depart¬ 
ment of Health. Education, and Welfare, 
on or before April 1. 1966, July 1. 1966. 
October 1. 1966, and January 1. 1967, 
quarterly reports of progress, or lack of 
progress and the reasons therefor. In im¬ 
plementing the above recommendations. 

Whereas, the Secretary of Health. Ed¬ 
ucation. and Welfare on January 12,1966. 
recommended to the Maryland State De¬ 
partment of Health that It take neces¬ 
sary remedial action to secure compli¬ 
ance by the Bishop Processing Co. with 
the recommendations of the conference 
participants as set out above and recom¬ 
mended to the other conference partici¬ 
pants that they take appropriate action 
to implement such recommendations by 
the conferees, and. 

Whereas. I find that such remedial ac¬ 
tion has not been taken and that other 
action reasonably calculated to secure 
abatement of such pollution has not been 
taken by the Bishop Processing Co„ 

Now. therefore pursuant to section 105 
(e)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 UB.C. 
I857d(e) (1). I hereby call a public hear¬ 
ing to begin at 9 a.m.. exit, an May 17. 
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1967, at the Salem Center in Selbyville, 
Del., before a hearing board composed of 
the following named persons: 

Louis J. Fuller, Chairman. 

Jantes B. Coulter (Representing the State of 
Maryland). 

Floyd I. Hudson (Representing the State of 
Delaware). 

Robert G. Yeck (Representing the Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture) ♦ 

Loon 8. Poclnkl (Representing the Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce). 

On the basis of the evidence presented 
at such hearing, the Board shall make 
findings as to whether the Bishop Proc¬ 
essing Co., Bishop. Md., Is causing or con¬ 
tributing to air pollution which en¬ 
dangers the health or welfare of persons 
in the State of Delaware and whether, if 
it so finds, effective progress toward 
abatement thereof is being made. If said 
Board finds that such pollution is occur¬ 
ring and effective progress toward abate¬ 
ment thereof is not being made, said 
Board shall make its recommendations 
to me concerning the measures if any, 
which it finds to be reasonable and suit¬ 
able to secure abatement of such pollu¬ 
tion. 

Notice of such public hearing is hereby 
given to the following: 

Maryland State Department of Health, State 
Office Building. 301 West Preston Street, 
Baltimore, Md. 21201. 

Delaware State Air PoUution Authority, Del¬ 
aware State Board of Health. Dover, Del. 
19001. 

Worcester County Department of Health. 

Snow Hill. Md. 21803. 

Town of SelbyvlUc. Del. 19975. 

Bishop Processing Co., Bishop, Md. 21812. 

Dated: April 21. 1967. 

(seal] John W. Gardner, 

Secretary. 

(Fit. Doc. 67-4613; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
9:66 ajn.) 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

ACTING ASSISTANT REGIONAL AD¬ 
MINISTRATOR FOR ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION, REGION I (NEW YORK) 

Designotion 

The officers appointed to the following 
listed positions in Region I (New York) 
are hereby designated to serve as Acting 
Assistant Regional Administrator for 
Administration. Region I during the ab¬ 
sence of the Assistant Regional Admin¬ 
istrator for Administration, with ail the 
powers, functions, and duties redeiegated 
or assigned to the Assistant Regional 
Administrator for Administration, pro¬ 
vided that no officer is authorized to 
serve as Acting Assistant Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator for Administration unless all 
other officers whose titles precede his in 
this designation are unable to ad by 
reason of absence: 

1. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin¬ 
istrator for Administration. 

2. Chief, Management and Organiza¬ 
tion Branch. 


3. Personnel Officer. 

This designation supersedes the desig¬ 
nation effective April 27, 1966 <31 PJL. 
7357. May 20.1966). 

(Delegation effective May 4. 1962, 27 F.R. 
4319. May 4. 1962; Dept. Interim Order H. SI 
FJL 815. Jan. 21. 1966) 

Effective date. This designation shall 
be effective as of April 10.1967. 

Judah Oribetz. 

Regional Administrator . Region /. 

I Fit. Doc. 07 -4544; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:49 tm.| 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

|Docket No. 18214) 

EASTERN AIR LINES, INC., AND EAST¬ 
ERN AVIATION SERVICES, INC. 

Notice of Proposed Approval of 
Control Relationships 

Application of Eastern Air Lines. Inc. 
for approval of control relationships pur¬ 
suant to section 408 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act of 1958, as amended. Docket 
18214. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
statutory requirements of section 408(b), 
that the undersigned Intends to Issue the 
order set forth below under delegated au¬ 
thority. Interested parties are hereby 
afforded a period of fifteen days from 
the date of service within which to file 
comments or request a hearing with re¬ 
spect to the action proposed in the order. 

Dated at Washington. D.C., April 19. 
1967. 

[seal] A. M. Andrews. 

Director , 

Bureau of Operating Rights. 

By application filed February 27. 1967, u 
amended. Eastern Air Lines. Inc. (Eastern) 
requests approval without hearing pursuant 
to section 408(b) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (the Act), of con¬ 
trol relationship* * arising from its 100 percent 
ownership of the Issued stock of its newly 
organised subsidiary. Eastern Aviation Serv¬ 
ice*. Inc. (Services). Eastern U an air carrier 
certificated by the Board to engage in domes¬ 
tic. overseas, and foreign air transportation. 
Services has been organised for the primary 
purpose of continuing the operations of the 
“fixed base division* 4 of Mackey Airlines. Inc. 
which was merged Into Eastern. 1 

Services is a Florida corporation which Is 
authorised to Issue 5.000 shares of It* stock, 
of which 1.000 shares have been Issued and 
are owned by Eastern.* Its management 
consists of three officers/directors, two of 
whom are also officers of Eastern.* The Inter¬ 
locking relationships thus created under sec¬ 
tion 409 of the Act fall within the exemption 
provided by f 287 3 of the Board's Economic 
Regulations. Services* operations at present 
primarily Involve the servicing and mainte¬ 
nance of the DC-6 aircraft acquired by Bist- 


'The Eastern-Mackey merger became effec¬ 
tive Jan 8. 1967 after Board approval in 
Docket 16367. 

> Eastern states that there arc no plans for 
Issuing the remaining 4,000 shares or any part 
thereof. 

* These ore Frank Sharpe. Charles J. Simons 
and Leonard J. Povey. Messrs. Sharps snd 
Simons are vioe presidents of Eastern. 


era from Mackey. As these propeller aircraft 
are replaced by Jets, which Services Is not 
equipped to maintain, its facilities will be 
used for the maintenance of medium and 
heavy propeller driven transport type aircraft 
of other operators.* 

In support of the application Eastern states 
that. In approving the merger of Mackey with 
Eastern, the Board In effect has already 
approved the operation of the Mackey fixed 
base division by Eastern and that tho transfer 
of such operations (to Services) in no way 
affects the substance of these relationships. 
In addition, the assignment of these func¬ 
tions to Services will have positive benefits 
to Eastern and the Board by permitting the 
separation of Services* financial reports from 
those reported by the carrier In connection 
with its scheduled air carrier operations. 

No comments relative to the application or 
request* for a hearing have been received. 

Notloe of Intention to dispose of the appli¬ 
cation without a hearing has been published 
In tho Pedcjul Rcounrut and a copy of ouch 
notice has been furnished by the Board to the 
Attorney Oenerol not later than 1 day follow¬ 
ing such publication, both in accordance with 
the requirements of section 408(b) of the 
Act. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing, it U 
concluded that Eastern Is an air carrier and 
that Services la a person engaged in a phase 
of aeronautics both within the meaning of 
section 408(a) of the Act and that the con¬ 
trol of Services by Eastern Is subject to that 
section. However, it has been further con¬ 
cluded that such control relationships do not 
affect the control of an air carrier directly 
engaged in the operation of aircraft in air 
transportation, do not result In creating a 
monopoly and do not tend to restrain compe¬ 
tition. Furthermore no person disclosing a 
substantial interest In the proceeding Is cur¬ 
rently requesting a hearing and It Is found 
that the public interest does not require a 
hearing. Control relationships of the nature 
here presented have been previously approved 
by the Board and the relationships Involved 
herein do not present any new substantive 
issues * It therefore appears that approval of 
the instant control relationships would not 
be inconsistent with the public interest. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated by 
the Board In the Board's Regulations. 24 
CTFR 395 13. It it found that the foregoing 
control relationships should be approved un¬ 
der rectlon 408(b) of the Act without a 
he'ir'n^ 

Acoordt-gty, it U ordered: 

That the control of Services by Eastern 
be and It hereby Is approved. 

Perrons entitled to petition the Board for 
review of this or der p ursuant to the Board's 
Regulations, 14 CTO 38550. may file such 
petition within ten days after the date of 
service of this order. 

This order shall be effective and become 
the action of the Civil Aeronautics Board 
upon expiration of the above period unless 
within such period a petition for review 
thereof is filed, or the Board give notice 
that it will review this order on It* own 
mr>t)n ;. 

By: A- M. AKD&rWB, 

Director, 

Bureau of Operating Right*. 

(n %L) Harold R. Sahdkosom, 

Secretary. 

jp R V \ 67 4531; Filed, Apr. 24, 1967; 

8:48 am J 


* Other maintenance facilities at the Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood Airport specialize in 
servicing light aircraft only, 

■ South Pacific Air Unes Inc - Hangar Four 
Carp. Orders E-17077 and E-17280, June 30, 
and Aug. 4.1961. Docket 12039. 
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| Docket No. 18433; Order E 25013) 

TRANS WORLD AIRLINES, INC. 

Order of Investigation and Suspen¬ 
sion of Revised Rerouting 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its ofilce In Washington. D.C.. 
on the 10th day of April 1967. 

By tariff provision filed March 28.1967. 
marked to become effective April 27.1967, 
Trans World Airlines. Inc. <TWA>, pro¬ 
poses to revise its rule involving rerout¬ 
ing of air freight. The current rule, 
which continues to be applicable to es¬ 
sentially all other domestic direct car¬ 
riers. Is as follows: 

When carrier determines that It la neces¬ 
sary to expedite delivery, carrier will deviate 
from any route shown on the Airbill or 
forward via any air carrier or other trans¬ 
portation agency at the rate prescribed by 
such agency, provided that when cither of 
the foregoing actions is taken, the trans¬ 
portation charges shall be no greater than 
the air freight charges from origin to des¬ 
tination via the route shown on the Airbill. 

In the revised rule, it Is proposed to 
substitute the following clause for the 
one above. 

• • • provided that no reduction or re¬ 
fund of chargee will be made when, under 
the provisions of tills rule. It becomes nec¬ 
essary to utilize other than air transpor¬ 
tation In order to expedite the shipment. 
TWA declares that its proposal would 
clarify the current rule. 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
matters, the Board finds that TWA’s 
proposal may be unjust, unreasonable, or 
unjustly discriminatory, or unduly pref¬ 
erential, or otherwise unlawful, and 
should be Investigated. Under the cur¬ 
rent rule, if surface transport is sub¬ 
stituted for air carriage, the shipper 
would pay the surface carrier’s charges, 
but not to exceed the air freight charges. 
Under the proposed rule. In the same 
situation, the shipper would pay the air 
freight rate even when higher. 

It appears unjust and inequitable to 
require a shipper to pay the air freight 
rate when he Is receiving lower-rated 
surface transport, even though the lat¬ 
ter may be more expeditious for a par¬ 
ticular movement. Furthermore, such a 
rule would provide an Incentive to the air 
carrier to substitute surface for air 
transport although air transport may 
be speedier, If such substitution Is more 
profitable to air carriers. In view of the 
foregoing, the Board has further deter¬ 
mined to suspend the proposed rule pend¬ 
ing investigation. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 1002 thereof. 

It is ordered. That: 

1. An investigation Is instituted to de¬ 
termine whether the provision reading 
••(Not applicable to TW> 44 in Rule No. 42 
(B) (1) and the provisions in Rule No. 42 
•B>(2> on 4th Revised Page 17 of Air¬ 
line Tariff Publishers. Inc,, Agent, tariff 
CAB No. 96. and rules, regulations, and 
practices affecting such provisions, are or 


will be unjust or unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory, unduly preferential, un¬ 
duly prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, 
and If found to be unlawful, to determine 
and prescribe the lawful provisions, and 
rules, regulations, or practices affect¬ 
ing such provisions; 

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the provision reading 44 (Not ap¬ 
plicable to TW>” in Rule No. 42(B)(1) 
and the provisions in Ride No. 42<B> (2) 
on 4th Revised Page 17 of Airline Tariff 
Publishers, Inc., Agent, tariff CAB No. 96. 
are suspended and their use deferred to 
and Including July 25.1967, unless other¬ 
wise ordered by the Board, and that no 
changes be made therein during the pc- 


Richmond. 

The effective date will be the first 
day of the first pay period beginning on 
or after April 22,1967. 

All new employees In the specified oc¬ 
cupational levels will be hired at the new 
minimum rate. 

As of the effective date, all agencies will 
process a pay adjustment to Increase the 
pay of employees on the rolls in the af¬ 
fected occupational levels. An employee 
who immediately prior to the effective 
date was receiving basic compensation at 
one of the rates of the statutory rate 
range shall receive basic compensation at 
the corresponding numbered rate author¬ 
ized by this notice on and after such date. 
The pay adjustment will not be consid¬ 
ered an equivalent increase within the 


riod of suspension except by order or 
special permission of the Board; 

3- The proceeding herein be assigned 
for hearing before an examiner of the 
Board at a Ume and place hereafter to 
be designated; and 

4. A copy of this order shall be filed 
with the tariff and served upon Trans 
World Airlines, Inc., which Is hereby 
made a party to this proceeding 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

(seal) Harold R, Sanderson. 

Secretary. 

|FJt- Ooc. 67-4532; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967* 
8:48 sjn.) 


IP-B. Doc 67-4512: Filed. Apr. 24. 1967: 
8:45 ) 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No 17040) 

RADIO COMMUNICATIONS TO 
ENHANCE HIGHWAY SAFETY 

Order Extending Time for Filing 
Comments 

In the matter of Inquiry Into possible 
use of radio communications to enhance 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

NURSES, NEW YORK CITY, N.Y. 

Notice of Adjustment of Minimum Ratos and Rate Ranges 

Under authority of 5 U3.C. 5303 and E.O. 11073, the Civil Service Commission 
*?;Ll n £ r ^f d o rates and rate ranges for positions of Nurse, GS- 

5 : 6 * 7 * 8 * and 9 * Public Health Nurse. GS-615-5, 6. 7. 8. and 9 The re¬ 
vised rate ranges are: 

rit Aim utt Rat*. a 


OrnJ* 




08-4 

08-6 

08-6 

08* 

OS-9 


••[fit 

4 

3 

• 

7 

1 

9 

10 


*5.*6, fVOM 
AM»j 6,739 
7,CM 7,2*3 
7. 516 , 7, 7» 
*.«* M. 243 
M79 A74U 

14 314 

atis 

7.451 

7.942 

8,47* 

9.001 

•4376 
7,001 
7,6*9 
V, 156 
A.T1J 
9.262 

•4SM 
7.367 
7,847 
H.36A 
8,948 
9.E0 

7.443 
8. DU 
A. Ml 
9.ltt 
A 784 

FV.450 
7.619 
A. 243 
8,704 
9.418 
10,043 

•7,016 
7,795 
1.441 
9.007 
9,«V\J 
10,307 

•7.176 

7.971 

9,220 

9,W9f 

10,3*7 


08^T1Ut 3 ,1IO< * tatUU>Ty T%tm O&-6—0er*nlh; 0*4- 6U1h. 06-7-FUll»; 08-6-fourth; 


The Commission also has Increased the minimum rates and rate changes for posi¬ 
tions of Nurse, PFS-610-5. 6. 7, and 8. The revised rate ranges are: 


Pu Anxvm Ratu 


Level 

1* 2 

* 1 ‘ 

3 

6 

7 

• j • | 10 | 11 1 12 

FF8-S. 

PFK-6. 

PF8-7. 

PFS-A 

14*43 

7.128 

7,417 

7,7W 

«?,084 
7.331 
7,033 
A 028 

•7.235 
7.334 
7. AVI 
A*» 

17,416 v.eon 
7.727 7.940 

A 071 42W 

A49* A 733 

•7.798 
A141 
A Ml 
A9M 

•7.989 
A 346 
ATM 
9.2(0 

14 I* 

4M9 

A9<3 

9,438 

•A *71 2 \!A2 

A7W A 955 
A 161 A 379 
A 672 A 9QI 

•A TS3 

9,156 

9. 897 

•A 944 

9,XI 


‘Corresponding sUtufciry raid*: l’F8-6-«4>T*«th; PFS-4-Sliih; PfS-T— fifth; PF 8*—Fourth. 

Geographic coverage Is New York City, meaning of 5 UB.C. 5335 or 39 U5.C. 
N.Y. which Includes the counties of 3552. 

Bronx, Kings. New York, Queens, and United States Civil Serv¬ 

ice Commission, 

[seal) James C. Spry. 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
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safety on the highways; Docket No. 
17049, RM 732. 

1. The American Association of State 
Highway Officials (ASSHO) has re¬ 
quested the Commission to extend the 
time for filing comments In the above- 
captioned matter <FCC 66-1141. released 
Dec. 19.1966). Comments mere required 
to be filed on or before March 31. 1967. 

2. In support of the requested exten¬ 
sion. ASSHO. which represents all the 
State highway departments, states that 
because of its primary interest In this 
field a “Committee on Communications" 
has been established within the orga¬ 
nization; that research has been spon¬ 
sored and financed in this area through 
the Highway Research Board of the Na¬ 
tional Academy of Sciences; and. that 
a conference is to be scheduled later 
this year with the Automotive Safety 
Foundation and the International As¬ 
sociation of Chiefs of Police in an at¬ 
tempt to evaluate the needs of emergency 
communications along our highways. At 
the present time the Communications 
Committee is in the process of obtaining 
information from several of the State 
highway departments on this matter, 
and, therefore, requests that the time be 
extended from March 31. to May 31,1967. 
for filing comments. 

3. It appearing that the additional 
time requested by ASSHO would not un¬ 
duly delay this proceeding and that, In 
view of its important role In highway 
safety, the comments of ASSHO would be 
useful to the Commission In this Inquiry. 

4. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, This 12th day of April, pursuant 
to $0.331(b) (4) of the Commission’s 
rules, that the time for filing comments 
In the above-captioned proceeding Is ex¬ 
tended from March 31. 1967, to May 31, 
1967. 

Released: April 18. 1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

I P R. Doc. 67-4638; Piled. Apr. 24, 1067; 
8:49 A.ro.l 


(Docket Not. 17373. 17374; FCC 67M-647J 

DESERT EMPIRE TELEVISION CORP. 
AND OASIS BROADCASTING CORP. 

Ordor Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of Desert Empire 
Television Corp., Palm Springs, Calif., 
Docket No. 17373. File No. BPCT-3848; 
Oasis Broadcasting Corp.. Palm Springs, 
Calif., Docket No. 17374, File No. BPCT- 
3877; for construction permit for new 
television broadcast station (Channel 
36). 

It is ordered. This 18th day of April 
1967, that Forest L McClcnning shall 
serve as Presiding Officer in the above- 
entitled proceeding: that the hearings 
therein shall be convened on June 19. 
1967. at 10 a m.; and that a prehearing 
conference shall be held on May 18. 1967, 
commencing at 9 am.: And, it is further 


ordered. That all proceedings shall be 
held In the offices of the Commission. 
Washington. DC. 

Released: April 19.1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc. 67 4539: Piled. Apr. 24. 1967; 

8 40 a m ) 


| Docket Noe. 16065.16966; FCC 67M6601 

DU PAGE COUNTY BROADCASTING, 
INC., AND CENTRAL DU PAGE 
BROADCASTING CO. 

Order Continuing Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of Du Page County 
Broadcasting. Inc., Elmhurst. Ill.. Docket 
No. 16965, File No. BP-16292; Howard L. 
Enstrom and Stanley O. Enstrom. doing 
business ns Central Du Page Broadcast¬ 
ing Co.. Wheaton, HI., Docket No. 16966. 
File No. BP-16465; for construction 
permits. 

Upon the Hearing Examiner s own 
motion: It is ordered. This 19th day of 
April 1967, that a further prehearing 
conference in the above-captioned pro¬ 
ceeding will be held on April 27. 1967 at 
10 am In the offices of the Commission 
at Washington. D.C. 

Released: April 19,1967 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

|PR. Doc 67 4540. Plied. Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:49 &-m.J 


| Docket No. 17365; FCC 67M-649] 

GREAT SOUTHERN BROADCASTING 
CO. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of William O. Barry 
trading as Great Southern Broadcasting 
Co . Donclson. Tenn., Docket No. 17365, 
File No. BP-16707; for construction 
permit. 

It is ordered. This 18th day of April 
1967. that Millard F. French shall serve 
as Presiding Officer In the above-entitled 
proceeding; that the hearings therein 
shall be convened on June 19, 1967, at 
10 am.; and that a prehearing confer¬ 
ence shall be held on May 24, 1967, com¬ 
mencing at 9 am.: And, it is further or - 
dered. That all proceedings shall be held 
In the offices of the Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Released: April 19.1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal! Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

(FJL Doc. 67-4541: Piled, Apr. 34. 1967; 
8 49 Ajn.| 


(Docket Noa 17178-17180; FCC 67Rr-152) 

LAWRENCE COUNTY BROADCAST¬ 
ING CORP. ET AL. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Modifying Issues 

In re applications of Lawrence County 
Broadcasting Corp.. New Castle, Pa. 
Docket No. 17178, File No. BP-16602; 
Brownsville Radio, Inc., Brownsville, Pa., 
Docket No. 17179. Flic No. BP-16648; 
Shawnee Broadcasting Co . Aliqulppa, 
Pa.. Docket No. 17180. File No. BP-16880; 
for construction permits. 

1. The above-captioned applicants 
seek authority to construct new stand¬ 
ard broadcast stations at New Castle. 
Brownsville, and Aliqulppa. all In Penn¬ 
sylvania. Prior to designation, the Com¬ 
mission adopted its Policy Statement on 
Section 307(b) Considerations for 
Standard Broadcast Facilities Involving 
Suburban Communities. 1 In response to 
the Policy Statement, Lawrence County 
Broadcasting Corp. (Lawrence), whose 
5 mv/m contour would penetrate the city 
of Youngstown according to Figure M-3 
of the rules, submitted field Intensity 
measurements taken on the signal of 
Station WKST, New Castle, Pa., showing 
that the actual ground conductivity was 
less than that shown on Figure M-3. 
and therefore that no 5 mv/m penetra¬ 
tion of Youngstown would occur. How¬ 
ever, In the designation order. FCC 67- 
185. released February 16, 1967. the 
Commission rejected these measure¬ 
ments because the site of Station WKST 
is located 4 miles east of Lawrence’s pro¬ 
posed site; and specified Issues to deter¬ 
mine whether LawTence's proposal will 
realistically provide a local transmission 
service for its specified station location; 
and, If not, whether the proposal meets 
all of the technical requirements of the 
rules for stations assigned to Youngs¬ 
town (Suburban Community issues). 
Presently before the Board Is a petition 
to delete Issues, filed on March 17, 1967, 
wherein Lawrence requests that the 
Board delete these suburban community 
issues.* * 

2. In support of its request. Lawrence 
submits an engineering affidavit accom¬ 
panied by field Intensity measurement 
data taken on signals from a test trans¬ 
mitter located at its proposed site. The 
measurements were taken on one radial 
on a bearing of 320“ true. According to 
Lawrence's analysis of the measure¬ 
ments, the ground conductivity In that 
direction Is less than that shown In the 
Commission’s ground conductivity map 
'Figure M-3); the measured conduc¬ 
tivity value Is actually on the order of 
3 to 4 mmhoe/m; and a computation 
using these values of conductivity indi¬ 
cates that Lawrence's proposed 5 mv/m 


* 2 FCC 2d 190. 6 RR 2d 1901 (1965). 

• Also before the Review Board are: (a) 
opposition of Shawnee Broadcasting Co. A ted 
Mar. 30. 1967; (b) Broadcast Bureau's com¬ 
ments. filed Mar. 30. 1967. 
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contour would not penetrate the Youngs¬ 
town city Umita. # 

3. Shawnee Broadcasting Co. (Shaw¬ 
nee), in opposition, alleges that Law¬ 
rence's engineering data is not adequate 
because the measurements were made 
only on one radial toward Youngstown, 
and that there were variations in the 
plate input power. Shawnee oontenda 
that Lawrence understated the soil con¬ 
ductivity value; that the conductivity 
value should be 5 mmhos/m; and that 
using the MEOV's (maximum expected 
operating values of radiation) of the di¬ 
rectional antenna pattern, Lawrence's 
5 mv/m oontour would penetrate Youngs¬ 
town. and therefore that Lawrence's 
5 mv/m contour "may be expected to 
penetrate Youngstown" to the degree 
that the radiation exceeds the com¬ 
puted values and approaches the 
MEOV's. The Broadcast Bureau sup¬ 
ports the petition, stating that Lawrence 
engineering material complies with the 
Commission's Rules In all significant re¬ 
spects, and that Lawrence's proposed 5 
mv/m contour would not penetrate the 
geographic boundaries of Youngstown, 
Ohio. 

4. The difference of opinion in the 
analysis of measurement data is a mat¬ 
ter of engineering Judgment. According 
to Lawrence, the ground conductivity on 
the measured radial is on the order of 3 
to 4 mmhos/m; while Shawnee claims 
that it should be 5 mmhos/m. Using 
Lawrence's values, the proposed 5 mv/m 
contour would not penetrate the Youngs¬ 
town city limits. Shawnee shows that, 
if the computed radiation values are used. 
Lawrences proposed 5 mv/m contour 
would be tangent to the Youngstown city 
limits, and. If the MEOV’s are used, the 
proposed 5 mv/m contour would pene¬ 
trate Youngstown. However, since it U 
a normal practice In determining the 
area coverage of a station to use com¬ 
puted values, the use of computed values, 
not MEOV's, is appropriate to determine 
whether or not the proposed station 
comes within the Commission’s section 
307(b) suburban community policy. 
Thus, even using the higher conductivity 
of 5 mmhos/m. Lawrence's proposed 5 
mv/m contour would not penetrate the 
Youngstown city limits. In view of the 
foregoing and the facts that the action 
specifying said Issues w*as based In part 
upon an Incomplete showing which Law¬ 
rence promptly remedied; that Lawrence 
was unaware that its predesignation 
showing would be rejected; and that, in 
the circumstances, retention of the is¬ 
sues would place an unnecessary burden 
on Lawrence, the Board will grant the 
petition and the issues will be deleted as 
requested. C.f. Fidelity Radio, Inc., FCC 
65-754, 6 RR 2d 140. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. This 17th 
day of April 1967, That the petition to 
delete Issues filed March 17. 1967, by 
Lawrence County Broadcasting Corp. is 


"Lawrence ulao •Latea that tte failure to 
file the petition within 1ft days after the 
publication of notice of designation In the 
rKDKOALRjccismi was due to a malfunction In 
the test transmitter. The Board finds that a 
good cause has been shown for the late filing. 


granted, and that the Commission's 
memorandum opinion and order (FCC 
67-185). released February 16. 1967. is 
modified by the deletion of Issues 2 and 
3 with respect to the proposal of Law- 
rence County Broadcasting Corp. 

Released: April 19.1967. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal] Ben F. Wat lx. 

Secretary. 

IFB. Doe. 67—1642: Filed, Apr. 24. 1967; 
8:49 am J 


(Docket Noe. 17353. 17354; FCC 67M-4I8] 

WBIZ, INC., AND WECL, INC. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of WBIZ, Inc., Eau 
Claire. Wis., Docket No. 17353. File No. 
BPH-5567; WECL. Inc., Eau Claire. Wls., 
Docket No. 17354. File No. BPH-5623; 
for construction permits. 

It is ordered. This 19th day of April 
1967. that Herbert Sh art man shall serve 
as Presiding Officer in the above-entitled 
proceeding: that the hearings therein 
shall be convened on June 20. 1967. at 
10 am.; and that a prehearing confer¬ 
ence shall be held on May 11, 1967. com¬ 
mencing at 9 a m.; And , it is further or¬ 
dered. That all proceedings shall be held 
in the offices of the Commission. Wash¬ 
ington. DC. 

Released: April 19. 1967. 

Feoeral Communications 
Commission, 

(seal I BenF.Waple. 

Secretary, 

(F.R Doc. 67-4543; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967: 
8:49 am 1 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 

COMMISSION 

, (812-2110) 

FEDERATED DUAL-EXCHANGE FUND, 
INC. 

Notice of Filing of Application for 
Order of Exemption 

April 19. 1967. 

Notice is hereby given that Federated 
Dual-Exchange Fund. Inc. ("Company"), 
701 William Penn Place. Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15230, a Delaware corporation registered 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1940 (“Act") as a closed-end. diversified 
investment company, has filed an appli¬ 
cation pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Act for an order exempting the Com¬ 
pany and its adviser from the provisions 
of sections 15(a). 16'a), and 32(a) of 
the Act until the first meeting of the 
Company’s shareholders. All interested 
persons are referred to the application 
on file with the Commission for a state¬ 
ment of the representations therein, 
which are summarized below. 

The Company has filed a registration 
statement under the Securities Act of 
1933 with respect to 190.000 Income 


6J17 

shares and an equal number of capital 
shares to be offered to investors in ex¬ 
change for securities of the character of 
those included in a list set forth in the 
prospectus. The Company proposes to 
sell equal dollar amounts of the two 
classes of stock at a price of one Income 
share or one capital share of the Com¬ 
pany for each $500 of market value of 
securities received by the Company on 
the effective date of the exchange, plus a 
maximum sales charge of 5 percent of 
the market value of the securities ex¬ 
changed. The minimum deposit the 
Company will accept from any investor 
is securities having a market value of 
$10,000 and the exchange will not be 
consummated unless the aggregate mar¬ 
ket value of the deposited securities on 
the effective date of the planned ex¬ 
change Is at least $10 million. In the 
event that such value Is not then realized, 
the deposited securities will be returned 
to investors without charge to them. 

The Company proposes to enter into 
an Investment advisory contract with 
Dual-Vest Research Corp. ("Research") 
whereby Research will supervise the in¬ 
vestment portfolio of the Company sub¬ 
ject to the direction and control of the 
Company's Board of Directors. As com¬ 
pensation for these services the Com¬ 
pany will pay Research a fee equivalent, 
on an annual basis, to the lesser of one 
half of 1 percent of the average value of 
the net assets of the Company or one 
fifth of the Company's gross Investment 
Income for such year, excluding capital 
gains or losses. 

The contract with Research will be 
contingent upon approval by a vote of a 
majority of the outstanding voting se¬ 
curities of the Company at the first 
meeting of shareholders and the entire 
Board of Directors of the Company will 
be elected by the shareholders at that 
time. The Company's accountant will 
be selected by the Board of Directors of 
the Company In the manner provided by 
the Act and such selection will be sub¬ 
mitted to the shareholders for ratifica¬ 
tion at their first meeting. 

Sections 15(a), 16(a), and 32<a) of the 
Act require shareholder approval of the 
Investment advisory agreement, the elec¬ 
tion of directors by shareholders, and 
shareholder ratification of the selection 
of an Independent public accountant, 
respectively. Prior to the date on which 
the exchange of Income Shares and Capi¬ 
tal Shares of the Company for securities 
deposited by investors is consummated 
("Exchange Date") the Company's only 
stockholder will be its Investment ad¬ 
viser, Research. It will thus be impos¬ 
sible for persons who will become share¬ 
holders of the Company at the Exchange 
Date to approve or disapprove the In¬ 
vestment Advisory Contract between the 
Company and Research, to elect direc¬ 
tors of the Company, or to ratify or re¬ 
ject the selection of the independent 
public accountant for the Company, until 
after the Exchange Date. The Company 
has undertaken to call a special meeting 
of shareholders to be held not later than 
90 days after the Exchange Date at which 
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the aforementioned matters will be sub¬ 
mitted to shareholders, and therefore re¬ 
quests an exemption from sections 15(a). 
16(a). and 32(a) of the Act until It holds 
such special meeting of shareholders. 

Section 6<c) of the Act provides that 
the Commission, by order upon applica¬ 
tion. may conditionally or uncondition¬ 
ally exempt any person, security, or 
transaction from any provision of the 
Act or of any rule or regulation there¬ 
under. If and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate in 
the public Interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur¬ 
poses Intended by the policy and provi¬ 
sions of the Act. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may. not later than May 9. 
1967 at 5:30 pjn., submit to the Com¬ 
mission In writing a request for a hearing 
on the matter accompanied by a state¬ 
ment as to the nature of his interest, the 
reason for such request and the issues of 
fact or law proposed to be controverted. 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary. Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20549. A copy of such re¬ 
quest shall be served personally or by 
mail (airmail If the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the Company at 
the address stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit or in case of an 
attorney at law by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the re¬ 
quest. At any time after said date, as 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act. 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the information stated 
In said application, unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall be 
Issued upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission's own motion. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing, or advice as to whether 
a hearing Is ordered, will receive notice 
of further developments In this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission (pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

TskalI -Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IFJL Doc. 67-4491; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 

8:45 n.m | 


(70-4476] 

LOUISIANA POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale 
of Notes to Banks 

April 19.1967. 

Notice is hereby given that Louisiana 
Power k Light Co. (“Louisiana”), 142 
Dclaronde Street. New Orleans. La. 
70114. a registered holding company and 
a public-utility subsidiary company of 
Middle South Utilities. Inc., also a regis¬ 
tered holding company, has filed a decla¬ 
ration with this Commission pursuant to 
the Public Utility Holding Company Act 


of 1935 (“Act"), designating sections 6 
<a> and 7 of the Act as applicable to the 
proposed transactions. All Interested 
persons are referred to said declaration, 
which is summarized below, for a com¬ 
plete statement of the proposed trans¬ 
actions. 

Louisiana has entered into an agree¬ 
ment. dated February 27. 1967, with The 
Chase Manhattan Bank. N A . pursuant 
to which Louisiana proposes to borrow, 
as needed, amounts not to exceed an ag¬ 
gregate of $17 million. Such borrowings 
are to be evidenced by notes maturing on 
December 31. 1967. and bearing Interest 
at the bank's prime commercial rate 
(presently percent per annum) 

prevailing from time to time during the 
life of the notes. The notes may be pre¬ 
paid at any time, in part or in whole, 
without penally or premium. Louisiana 
Intends, subject to authorization by this 
Commission, to effect permanent financ¬ 
ing later in the year and to pay the pro¬ 
posed notes with the proceeds therefrom. 
In such event, the company will issue no 
further notes hereunder. 

The proceeds from the sale of the notes 
will be used by Louisiana to finance tem¬ 
porarily the company’s construction pro¬ 
gram and for other corporate purposes. 
The filing indicates that four New Or¬ 
leans. La., banking institutions (namely. 
Whitney National Bank of New Orleans. 
The National American Bank of New 
Orleans, The National Bank of Com¬ 
merce. and The Hibernia National Bank) 
may, if they so desire, become partici¬ 
pants in the loans to the total amount of 
55 percent of each borrowing made by 
Louisiana. 

There is no commitment or standby 
fee. and no special and separate expenses 
are anticipated in connection with this 
financing other than minor expenses for 
travel and miscellaneous matters. 

The declaration states that no 8tate 
or Federal commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transactions. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than May 11. 
1967, request In writing that a hearing be 
held on such matter, stating the nature 
of his interest, the reasons for such re¬ 
quest. and the issues of fact or law raised 
by said declaration which he desires to 
controvert; or he may request that he be 
notified If the Commission should order 
a hearing thereon. Any such request 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20549. A copy of such re¬ 
quest should be served personally or by 
mail (airmail If the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the declarant at 
the above-stated address, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or. In case of an at¬ 
torney at law. by certificate) should be 
filed with the request. At any time after 
said date, the declaration, as filed or as It 
may be amended, may be permitted to 
become effective as provided In Rule 23 
of the general rules and regulations 
promulgated under the Act. or the Com¬ 
mission may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided In Rules 20(a) and 100 


thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a bearing is ordered will receive notice of 
further developments in this matter. In¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission (pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

(seal] Orval L. DrBois. 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc 67-4492; FtHd. Apr 24. 1967: 

8:46 am .} 


RAND DEVELOPMENT CORP. 

Order Suspending Trading 

April 19. 1967. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock. 5 cents par value, of Rand Devel¬ 
opment Corp.. Cleveland, Ohio, and the 
Class B Common Stock. 5 cents par value, 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interestjmd for the protection 
of investors: 

It it ordered , Pursuant to section 15 
<c)<5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934. that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period 
April 20. 1967, through April 29. 1967, 
both dates Inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

f F.R. Doc. 67-4493; Filed. Apr. 24. 1967; 

8:45 A.m.l 


| File No. 2-11330 (22-1626), etc ] 

U.S. PLYWOOD-CHAMPION PAPERS, 
INC. 

Notice of Application and 
Opportunity for Hearing 

Aran. 19,1967. 

In the matter of U5. Plywood-Cham¬ 
pion Papers, Inc.: File No. 2-* 1330 (22- 
1626), File No. 2-12508 (22-1871). File 
No. 2-16214 (22-2765), File No. 2-23675 
(22-3883). 

Notice is hereby given that U-S. Ply¬ 
wood-Champion Papers. Inc. (-Ply¬ 
wood**). has filed an appllcalton under 
clause (il) of section 310(b)(1) of the 
Trust Indenture Act of 1939 (the "Act”) 
for a finding that the trusteeship of Mor¬ 
gan Guaranty Trust Co. of New York 
(“Morgan Guaranty”) under certain in¬ 
dentures of Plywood is not so likely to in¬ 
volve a material conflict of Interest as to 
make it necessary In the public interest 
or for the protection of Investors to dis¬ 
qualify Morgan Guaranty from acting as 
trustee under any of such Indentures. 

Section 310(b) of the Act provides In 
part that if a Trustee under an indenture 
qualified under the Act has or shall ac¬ 
quire any conflicting interest (as defined 
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in the section), it shall within 90 days 
after ascertaining that it has such con¬ 
flicting interest, either eliminate such 
conflicting interest or resign. Subsec¬ 
tion (1) of this section provides, with 
certain exceptions, that a trustee under a 
qualified indenture shall be deemed to 
have a conflicting interest if such trustee 
is trustee under another indenture under 
which any other securities, or certificates 
of interest or participation in any other 
securities, of the same issuer are out¬ 
standing. However, under clause <li> of 
section (1). there may be excluded from 
the operation of this provision another 
Indenture or indentures under which 
other securities of the issuer are out¬ 
standing. if the issuer shall have sus¬ 
tained the burden of proving, on applica¬ 
tion to the Commission and after oppor¬ 
tunity for hearing thereon, that trustee¬ 
ship under a qualified indenture and 
another indenture is not so likely to in¬ 
volve a material conflict of interest as to 
make it necessary in the public interest 
or for the protection of investors to dis¬ 
qualify such trustee from acting as 
trustee under one of such indentures. 
The Corporation alleges that: 

(1) U.S. Plywood Corp. (“U.S. Ply¬ 
wood"), has outstanding the following 
three issues of debentures under which 
Morgan Guaranty is trustee: 

(a) $16,254,000 principal amount of 
3.40 percent Sinking Fund Debentures 
due January i. 1980, which were Issued 
under an indenture dated as of January 
1, 1955 (the “U.S. Plywood 1955 In¬ 
denture”). 

<b) $11,303,000 principal amount of 
Wa percent Sinking Fund Debentures, 
due June 1, 1981, which were issued un¬ 
der an indenture dated as of June 1, 1956 
(the ”U.S. Plywood 1956 Indenture”). 

(c> $21,908,000 principal amount of 
Its 5 54 percent Sinking Fund Debentures 
due April 1, 1985, which were Issued un¬ 
der an indenture dated as of April 1. 
1960 (the “US. Plywood 1960 Inden¬ 
ture”) . 

(2) Champion Papers. Inc. (“Cham¬ 
pion”), had outstanding prior to the 
merger of Champion Into U.S. Plywood, 
$25 million principal amount of 4*i per¬ 
cent debentures, due July 1. 1990. which 
were issued under on indenture dated as 
of July 1, 1965 (the “Champion Inden¬ 
ture”) executed by Champion with Mor¬ 
gan Guaranty as trustee. 

(3) Champion was merged into UB. 
Plywood on February 28, 1967, pursuant 
to a Plan and Agreement of Merger dated 
as of November 11, 1966. between U S. 
Plywood and Champion, the Agreement 
of Merger having been approved by the 
stockholders of UB. Plywood and the 
stockholders of Champion by the two- 
thirds affirmative vote of such stock¬ 
holders, voting as separate classes, os Is 
required under the laws of New York and 
Ohio, respectively, at meetings of such 
stockholders held on January 20, 1967. 

By the terms of the Agreement of 
Merger, the name of U.S. Plywood Corp. 
was changed to UB. Plywood-Cham pi on 
Papers, Inc. (“Plywood”), the applicant 
herein. 


The Agreement of Merger provides 
that on the effective date of merger Ply¬ 
wood would assume and be liable for all 
the contracts, options, liabilities, obli¬ 
gations. and penalties of VS. Plywood 
and Champion. 

(4) By reason of the aforesaid merger. 
Plywood has become the successor ob¬ 
ligor under the Champion Indenture and 
continues to be the obligor under the 
UJ3. Plywood 1955. 1956. and 1960 
Indentures <”U.S. Ply wood Indentures”). 
Morgan Guaranty is accordingly Trustee 
under such UB. Plywood Indentures and 
under the Champion Indenture. 

(5) Each of the UB. Plywood Inden¬ 
tures and the Champion Indenture are 
wholly unsecured and the debentures 
outstanding under each of such inden¬ 
tures represent general obligations of 
Plywood ranking in all respects pari 
passu one with another and without pref¬ 
erence or priority of any kind or char¬ 
acter one over another. Plywood is not 
in default under any of said Indentures. 

<6) It is the opinion of Plywood that 
the differences between the VS. Ply¬ 
wood and Champion Indentures arc not 
so likely to involve Morgan Guaranty, as 
Trustee under the Champion Indenture 
and under the Plywood Indentures, in a 
material conflict of interest as to make 
it necessary in the public interest or for 
the protection of investors to disqualify 
Morgan Guaranty from acting as Trustee 
under the Champion Indenture and un¬ 
der the UJS. Plywood Indentures. 

(7) Plywood waives notice of hearing, 
waives hearing, and waives any and all 
rights to specify procedures under the 
rules of practice of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission in connection 
with this matter. 

For a more detailed statement of the 
matters of fact and law asserted, all per¬ 
sons are referred to such application 
which is on flic in the offices of the Com¬ 
mission at 500 North Capitol Street. 
Washington.D.C. 20549. 

Notice is further given that any' inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than May 10. 
1967, request In writing that a hearing 
be held on such matter, stating the na¬ 
ture of his interest, the reasons for such 
request, and the Issues of fact or law 
raised by said application which he de¬ 
sires to controvert; or he may request 
that he be notified If the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed: Sec¬ 
retary, Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20549. At 
any time after said date, the Commis¬ 
sion may issue an order granting the ap¬ 
plication, upon terms and conditions as 
the Commission may deem necessary or 
appropriate in the public interest and 
the interest of investors, unless a hearing 
is ordered by the Commission. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] OftVAt L. DcBors, 

Secretary . 

IFJL Doc. 67-4494: Pil*d. Apr. 24. 1967: 

B 45 a.m J 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

| Notice 370} 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

Aran. 20. 1967. 

The following arc notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a«a> of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 <49 
CFR Part 240), published in the Federal 
Register, Issue of April 27. 1965. effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an application 
must be filed with the Add official named 
in tiie Federal Register publication, 
within 15 calendar days after the date of 
notice of the filing of the application U 
published in the Federal Register. One 
copy of such protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized repre¬ 
sentative. If any. and the protests must 
certify that such service has been mode. 
The protest must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six i6> copies. 

A copy of the application is on flic, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary. Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington. D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests art to be 
transmitted. 

Motor Carriers or Property 

No. MC 59150 (Sub-No. 32 TA). filed 
April 17, 1967. Applicant: PLOOF 

TRANSFER COMPANY. INC., 1901 Hill 
Street, Box 47. Station O. Jacksonville. 
Fla. 32202. Applicant's representative: 
Martin Sack. Jr., Atlantic National Bank 
Building, Jacksonville, Flo. 32201. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Telephone equip¬ 
ment. materials . and supplies having a 
prior or subsequent movement in inter¬ 
state commerce, between Jacksonville. 
Fla., and points in Duval. Nassau. St. 
Johns. Baker, and Clay Counties. Fla., 
for 180 dAys. Supporting shipper: West¬ 
ern Electric Co.. Inc., 3300 Lexington 
Road. Winston-Salem. N.C. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor O. H. Fauss, 
Jr., Bureau of Operations. Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 428 Post Office 
Building. Post Office Box 4969. Jackson¬ 
ville. Fla. 32201. 

No. MC 83217 (Sub-No. 31 TAK flled 
April 14. 1967. Applicant: DAKOTA 
EXPRESS. INC., 110 North Reid Street. 
Post Office Box 1252. Sioux Falls. 
8. Dak. 57101. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Henry J. Schuette (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Prepared 
foodstuffs, from Plymouth. Ind., to Sioux 
City. Des Moines. Mason City. Waterloo. 
Iowa City, Ottumwa, Davenport. Du¬ 
buque. West Union. Marshalltown, Car¬ 
rol, Storm Lake, Spencer, Creston, and 
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Fort Dodge. Iowa: Sioux Falls and Water- 
town. S. Dak.: and Omaha, Lincoln, 
North Platte and Sidney. Nebr.. for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Jerry Green¬ 
lee. Vice-President and Director of Sales, 
Wcidner Canning Co.. Inc.. Ptymouth. 
Ind. 48563. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor J. L. Hammond, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations. Room 369. Federal Building. 
Pierre, 8. Dak. 57501. 

No MC 103993 (Sub-No. 276 TA), filed 
April 14. 1967. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY. INC.. 2800 West Lexing¬ 
ton Avenue, Elkhart. Ind. 46514. Appli¬ 
cants representative: John Leslow. 3737 
North Meridian. Indianapolis, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Trailers , designed 
to be drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
truck aw ay service, from Belzoni. Miss., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: Cree Coaches. Marccl- 
lus, Mich. 49067. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor J. H. Gray. Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. Bureau of 
Operations, 308 Federal Building, Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 46802. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 559 TA), 
filed April 14. 1967. Applicant: RUAN 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 3d and 
Keosauqua Way. Po6t Office Box 855, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50304. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Henry L. Fabrite (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid fertilizer, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Leavenworth. Kang., to 
points in Iowa. Kansas, Missouri, and 
Nebraska, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Allied Chemical Corp.. 40 Rector 
Street. New York, N.Y. 10005. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Ellis L. Annett, District Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Operations. Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 227 Federal Of¬ 
fice Building, Des Moinea. Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 111729 <Sub-No. 227 TA). filed 
April 14, 1967. Applicant: AMERICAN 
COURIER CORPORATION. 222-17 
Northern Boulevard, Bayside, N.Y. 11361. 
Applicant's representative: J. K. Murphy 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Business papers, rec¬ 
ords. and audit and accounting media 
of aU kinds (excluding plant removals), 
(a) between points in Hartford County, 
Conn., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Atlantic. Cumberland, 
and Camden Counties. N.J.; (b) between 
points In Middlesex County, Conn., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points In 
Middlesex County. N.J., Onandaga and 
Erie Counties. N.Y., New York, N.Y., and 
Middlesex County, Mass.; (c) between 
Braintree. Mass., on the one hand. and. 
on the other, Plainfield, Toms River, 
Wayne, Cedar Grove, and New Bruns¬ 
wick, N.J., and New York. N.Y.; (d) be¬ 
tween Jackson, Mich., on the one hand, 
and. on the other. Van Wort and Youngs¬ 
town. Ohio: (e) between Cleveland, Ohio, 
on the one hand, and. on the other, Buf¬ 
falo and Rochester, N.Y. (2) Coffon 
piece goods, limited to shipments not to 
exceed 45 pounds per shipment, between 


points in Hartford County, Conn., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in At¬ 
lantic. Cumberland, and Camden Coun¬ 
ties. NJf. (3) (a) Payroll checks, between 
points In Middlesex Comity, Conn., on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points 
In Middlesex County. N.J., Onandaga 
and Erie Counties. N.Y., New York, N.Y., 
and Middlesex County, Mass.: (b) be¬ 
tween Jackson. Mich., on the one hand, 
and. on the other. Van Wert and Youngs¬ 
town. Ohio; (c) between Waterville, 
Maine, on the one hand, and, on the 
other. Lowell. Mass. 

(4) Small parts, limited to shipments 
not to exceed 75 pounds per shipment, 
between Jackson. Mich., on the one hand, 
and. on the other. Van Wert and Youngs¬ 
town. Ohio. (5) Exposed and processed 
microfilm and facsimiles of all kinds, be¬ 
tween Cleveland, Ohio, on the one hand, 
and. on the other. Buffalo and Rochester. 
N.Y. (6) Exposed and processed film 
and prints . complimentary replacement 
film, incidental dealer handling supplies 
and advertising literature moving there¬ 
with (excluding motion picture film used 
primarily for commercial theatre and 
television exhibition), between Cincin¬ 
nati. Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Indiana and Kentucky. 
(7) Business papers . records, and audit 
and accounting media of all kinds iex¬ 
cluding plant removals), and occasional 
garments or swatches of cloth for test¬ 
ing and research purposes moving there¬ 
with, between Waterville. Maine, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, Lowell, 
Mass., for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: Fas Foto. Inc., 2070 Reading Road. 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45214. Hathaway Shirts. 
Waterville, Maine 04901, Bradices, 1 
Bradlees Circle, Braintree, Mass 02184, 
Bernard Abrams Associates, Inc.. 90 
Meadow Road, Wilson. Conn. 06095, 
Genuine Parts Co., Eastern Division. 1260 
Newfleld Street. Middletown. Conn. 06458, 
Aeroqulp Corp., Jackson. Mich. 49203, 
Micro Copy. Inc., 1541 Clifford Avenue. 
Rochester, N.Y. 14609. Send protests to: 
E. N. Carignan, District Supervisor, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations. Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 346 Broadway. New York. 
N.Y, 10013. 

No. MC 116927 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
April 17. 1967. Applicant: SPENCER 
EQUIPMENT COMPANY. INC.. Eighth 
and Main Streets, Rockport, Ind. 47635. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Packaged clay 
products, (1) from Boonvllle and Rock- 
port. Ind.. and Lewisport and Cloverport. 
Ky.. to points in Minnesota, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Arkansas. Oklahoma. Texas, Louisi¬ 
ana. Mississippi. Alabama, Georgia. Flor¬ 
ida. North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Virginia, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
and New York: and (2) from Owensboro, 
Ky., to the above destination States, plus 
Michigan and Wisconsin, for 180 days. 
Supporting shippers: Owensboro Brick 
& Tile Co.. Inc., Post Office Box 708, 
Owensboro, Ky. and American Olean Tile 
Co., Lewisport, Ky. 42351. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor R. M. Hagarty. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 802 Century Build¬ 
ing. 36 South Pennsylvania Street, Indi¬ 
anapolis. Ind. 46204. 


No. MC 118196 (Sub-No. 98 TA), filed 
April 17. 1967. Applicant: RAYE & 
COMPANY TRANSPORTS. INC.. Post 
Office Box 613. Highway 71 North, 
Carthage, Mo. 64836. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods and potato products, 
not frozen , from points in Oregon. Wash¬ 
ington. and Idaho to points In Missouri. 
Kansas. Iowa, and Nebraska, for 180 
days. Supporting shippers: Lomb- 
Weston. Inc., 2017 Lloyd Center. Post 
Office Box 12145, Portland, Oreg 97212, 
Idaho Potato Growers. Inc.. Post Office 
Box 978. Idaho Falls, Idaho 83401, North 
Pacific Canners & Packers. Inc., 5200 
Southeast McLoughlln Boulevard, Post 
Office Box 02113. Portland, Oreg. 97202. 
Pronto Foods. Inc., Post Office Box 1029. 
Moses Lake. Wash, 98837 and Stoops & 
Wilson Brokerage Co., 4601 Madison 
Avenue. Kansas City. Mo. 64112. Lend 
protests to: John V. Barry, District Su¬ 
pervisor. Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. 1100 Fed¬ 
eral Office Building. 911 Walnut Street, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 127129 (Sub-No. 10 TA>. filed 
April 14, 1967. Applicant: AVERY 

TRUCKING CO., INC., Post Office Box 
8164. Boise. Idaho 83707. Applicant's 
representative: Kenneth G. Bergquist. 
404 Idaho Building. Post Office Box 1775, 
Boise. Idaho 8370 L Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Mine ores . from Pearl. Idaho, to 
Tooele. Oarfleld, and Midvale, Utah. 
East Helena. Anaconda, and Great Falls. 
Mont., Homestake, S. Dak., and ports of 
entry on the International boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
at North of Metalline Falls, Wash., and 
Porthill. Idaho, for 150 days. Support¬ 
ing shippers: West Vue Mines. Inc., 4606 
West State 8trect. Boise. Idaho 83702. 
Gemco. Inc.. Post Office Box 790, Red 
Lodge. Mont. 59068. and Kanthackit 
Mines. Inc., 4606 State Street. Boise. 
Idaho 83702. Send protests to: C. W. 
Campbell, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 203 Eastman Building. Boise, 
Idaho 83702. 

No. MC 127175 (8ub-No. 4 TA>, filed 
April 17. 1967. Applicant: OMER B 
WILLIAMS and THOMAS E. WIL¬ 
LIAMS. a partnership, doing business as 
WHITE OAK MILL. Route 4. Box 200. 
Vinita, Okla. 74301. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicles, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Potash and Boron Compounds , In 
bags and/or bulk, straight or mixed 
truckloads. 40.000 pounds minimum ship¬ 
ments. from points in Eddy and Lea 
Counties, N. Mex.. to points in Nebraska, 
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: Allied 
Chemical Corp., 40 Rector Street. New 
York. N.Y., Walter Brody. Manager- 
Motor Analysis. Send protests to: C. L. 
Phillips. District Supervisor. ICC-Bureau 
of Operations, Room 350, American 
General Building, 210 Northwest Sixth. 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 127243 (Sub-No. 3 TA). filed 
April 14, 1967. Applicant: REEH, INC., 
208 8outh 10 Street. Blair, Nebr. 68008. 
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Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: <1) Plastic articles, 
other than expanded, from Ligonler. Ind., 
to Lima. Ohio. Sioux City, Iowa, Temple 
Tex . and Waycross. Ga.; (2) Beekeeping 
supplies and equipment, from Temple. 
Tex,, to points In Colorado. Iowa, Kansas, 
Minnesota. Nebraska. North Dakota. 
South Dakota, and Wyoming, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Sioux Honey 
Association. Post Office Box 1107. Sioux 
City. Iowa 51102. Send proteste to: 
Keith P. Kohrs. District Supervisor. 
Bureau of Operations. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 705 Federal Ofllce 
Building. Omaha. Ncbr. 68102. 

No. MC 128804 (Sub-No. 2 TA). filed 
April 17. 1967. Applicant: BLUE FLEET 
DISTRIBUTORS CORP. 75 Willis Ave¬ 
nue. Bronx. N.Y. 10454. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Paper tissue . towels, nap¬ 
kins and bags. and freezer wrapping 
paper, from the Bronx. N.Y.. to points in 
Nassau. Suffolk. Westchester, and Rock¬ 
land Counties. N.Y., and Bergen. Essex. 
Hudson. Middlesex. Monmouth. Morris, 
Passaic. Somerset, and Union Counties, 
N.J., restricted to traffic having a prior 
interstate movement by rail or motor 
carrier, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Hudson Pulp & Paper Corp.. 477 
Madison Avenue. New York. N.Y. 10022. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor 
Robert E, Johnston. Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission. 
346 Broadway. New York. N.Y. 10013. 

No MC 129016 TA, filed April 17. 1967. 
Applicant: JOH-LAR TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION. INC., 3632 Fritcha Drive. Fort 
Wayne. Ind. 46803. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Larry Graves (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dairy 
products and materials and supplies used 
in the production and distribution of 
dairy products, between Indianapolis, 
Ind.. on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in Michigan. Ohio, points in Ken¬ 
tucky on and west of UB. Highway 65. 
and points in Pennsylvania on and west 
of U.S. Highway 15, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Sugar Creek Foods, Di¬ 
vision of National Dairy Products Corp., 
5251 East Lexington Street. Indianapolis, 
Ind. 46219. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor J. H. Gray, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions. Interstate Commerce Commission. 
308 Federal Building, Fort Wayne. Ind. 
46802. 

By the Commission. 

(seal) H. Neil Q arson. 

Secretary. 

|F.R Doc. 67-4546; Filed. April 24. 1967; 

8:49 am.) 
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MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

April 20. 1967. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 


NOTICES 

As provided in the Commission's spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking reconsid¬ 
eration of the following numbered pro¬ 
ceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their pe¬ 
titions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-69405. By order of April 
14, 1967, the Transfer Board, on recon¬ 
sideration. approved the transfer to Ha¬ 
gerstown Motor Express Co., Inc.. Ha¬ 
gerstown, Md., of a portion of the operat¬ 
ing rights in certificate No. MC-56388 
issued April 5.1963 .to Hahn Transporta¬ 
tion, Inc., New Market. Md., authorizing 
the transportation of: General commodi¬ 
ties. with the usual exceptions, between 
points in Frederick County, Md.. and be¬ 
tween Baltimore. Md. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Frederick 
County. Md. Chester A. Zyblut, 1522 K 
8treet NW.. Washington, D.C. 20005, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69412. By order of April 

18. 1967. the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Howard E. Clarkson and 
Everett C. Clarkson, a partnership, do¬ 
ing business as Clarkson Brothers. Cow- 
pens, S.C., of a portion of the operating 
rights in certificate No. MC-11020, is¬ 
sued May 22, 1950, to Eastern Transit- 
Storage Co., a corporation. Charlotte, 
N.C., authorizing the transportation, 
over irregular routes, of textile ma¬ 
chinery and parts, and materials, sup¬ 
plies. and equipment, used or useful in 
the operation and maintenance of such 
commodities, between Gastonia. N.C., 
and points within 25 miles of Gastonia, 
and those in Rowan and Rockingham 
Counties. N.C.. on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in Virginia and spec¬ 
ified parts of Tennessee, South Carolina, 
and Georgia, Paul F. Sullivan. 913 Colo¬ 
rado Building. 1341 G Street NW, 
Washington. D.C., attorney for appli¬ 
cants. 

No. MC-PC-69541. By order of April 

19, 1967, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Freezer Express. Inc., 
Bells, Tenn. 38006, of the operating 
rights authorized to be issued to The 
Winter Garden Freezer Co.. Inc., Bells. 
Tenn.. by order of the Commission, en¬ 
tered February 14, 1967. In No. MC- 
118244. authorizing the transportation, 
over irregular routes, of frozen fruits, 
frozen berries, and frozen vegetables 
from points in Tennessee, to Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., and points in Alabama, Ar¬ 
kansas. Connecticut, Delaware. Florida, 
Georgia. Kansas. Kentucky. UUnois. In¬ 
diana, Louisiana. Maryland. Michigan. 
Massachusetts. Minnesota. Mississippi, 
Missouri, Nebraska. New Jersey. New 
York. North Carolina. Ohio. Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina. Texas. 
Virginia, and Wisconsin; from points in 
Texas to points in Tennessee; from Mc¬ 
Allen and Eagle Pass. Tex., to Little 
Rock. Ark., Newark. NJ- New Orleans, 
La., and those points In New York, on 
and south of New York State Highway 
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55; from points In Stanislaus and Santa 
Clara Counties, Calif., to Birmingham. 
Ala.. Louisville, Ky.. and points in Ten¬ 
nessee: from Salisbury. Md.. to points In 
Tennessee; from 6oginaw, Mich., to 
Knox and Nashville. Tenn.; and from 
Exmore, Va.. to Tampa. Florida. New 
Orleans, La., and Charlotte, N.C, W. J. 
Augello. Jr.. 2 West 45th Street. New 
York, N.Y. 10036, attorney for appli¬ 
cants. 

No. MC-FC-69561. By order of April 
19, 1967, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Donald J. Trlolo. doing 
business as Tony Victorine Transporta¬ 
tion, Gilroy. Calif., of the operating 
rights in certificates No. MC-10278 and 
MC-10278 (Sub-No. 1) issued May 26, 
1949. and September 21. 1966, respec¬ 
tively, to Tony Victorine. Salinas, Calif ., 
authorizing the transportation of: Var¬ 
ious commodities of general commodity 
nature, between points in California. 
Marvin Handler, 405 Montgomery Street, 
Suite 1401, San Francisco. Calif. 94104. 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-89564. By order of 
April 19. 1967, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Richard L. Hus¬ 
ton, Logan, Ohio, of a portion of the 
operating rights in certificate No. MC- 
119547 (Sub-No. 7) Issued April 26, 1965, 
to Edgar W. Long. Zanesville. Ohio, au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of: Earthen¬ 
ware, chlnaware. stoneware, pottery, 
metal stands, and glass gazing globes, 
from Logan. Ohio, and points within 5 
miles thereof, to points in Delaware, Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. Illinois, Indiana. 
Michigan. Maryland. Virginia. New Jer¬ 
sey. Pennsylvania, New York. Wisconsin. 
West Virginia, and Kentucky. Richard 
H. Brandon. 79 East State Street, Colum¬ 
bus. Ohio 43215, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC—FC—69565. By order of April 
19. 1967. the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Harold E. Trego. Inc.. 
Lionvlile. Pa., of the operating rights in 
certificate No. MC-102323, issued July 2. 
1964. to Josephine Bono, doing business 
as Gus Bono. Norristown, Pa., authoriz¬ 
ing the transportation of: Bituminous 
concrete, asphalt, stone, sand, gravel and 
brick, and limestone, from specified 
points in Pennsylvania to points In New 
Jersey. Delaware, and Maryland. Morris 
J. Wlnokur. 1920 Two Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia. Pa. 19102, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69566. By order of April 
19. 1967, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to A boo Trucking Corp.. a 
corporation. Reading. Mass., of the oper¬ 
ating rights in certificate No. MC-84219. 
Issued October 14. 1949, to M. J. Doyle 
Transportation Co., a corporation, Mel¬ 
rose. Mass., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: General commodities, with the 
usual exceptions, between specified 
points in Massachusetts. Joseph A. 
Kline. 185 Devonshire Street. Boston, 
Mass. 02110, attorney for transferee; 
Joseph E. Kchoe. 470 Atlantic Avenue, 
Boston. Mass., attorney for transferor. 

(seal! H. Nan Garson, 

Secretary . 

|FJL Doc. 67-4547; Filed. Apr. 24, 1967; 

8:49 am. | 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—APRIL 


The following numerieol guide is a list of the parts of each titlo of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during April. 
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